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LORD  GRENVILLE. 


MY  LORD,   . 

As  the  political  leader 
to  whom,  with  the  exception  of 
my  late  muchrlamented  friend  Mr 
Windham,  my  father  was  most 
strongly  attached,  I  inscribe  to 
your  Lordship  the  following  vo- 
lume of  his  Parliamentary  Speech- 
es. I  believe,  on  all  the  great  na- 
tional questions  but  one  to  which 
these  speeches  relate,  your  Lordr 
ship  and  the  Bishop  were  speakers 
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on  the  same  side ;  and  on  that 
one,  my  father  writes  thus  to  me, 
only  four  weeks  before  his  death. 

"  I  at  present  intend  being  up 
at  the  meeting  of  Parliament ;  but 
shall  leave  ******  behind  me 
here,  as  I  foresee  nothing  likely  to 
oecftr  in  the-  House  diat  should  de- 
tain me  above  a  fortnight  in  Lon- 
don. The  Romian  Catholics  will 
be  before  us  again  this  session. 
My  mkid  was  never  so  long  unset- 
tled vpon  any  gsreat  question  be- 
fore. Something- tirast  be  done; 
i)ut  what,  I  am  not  prepared  to 
say.  I  shall  see  Windham  as  soon 
as  I  get  to  town,  and  probably  my 


•  •  • 
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friends  Lords  Spencer  and  Gren- 
viLLj^r,.  for  I  suspect  there  is  re^- 
ly  nq  great  difference  of  opinion 
between  u4." 

What  might  l^ave  been  the  re- 
suit  of  such  a  conference,  it  is  not 
for  me,  my  Lord,  to  determine  : 
But  of  this.l  am  certain,  that  even 
bad  the  differences  of  opinion  turn- 
ed out  great,  yet  your  Lordship*s 
continuing  to  advocate  the  cause  of 
the  Roman  Catholics  w^ould  not  in 
the  smallest  jdcgree  have  lessened 
the  perfect  confidence  my  father 
placed  in  you  as  the  faithful  friend 
and  sincere  supporter  of  the  Esta^ 
blished  Church, 


IV 

With  the  highest  admiration  of 
your  puhlic  principles,  and  the  ut- 
most personal  respect,  I  remain, 
my  Lord,  your  Lordship's  most 
ohedient  humble  servant, 

H.  HoRSLEY. 


Dundee.  83<1  Jaouary  1813. 
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UPON  EARL  STANHOPE'S  BILL  FOR  THE 
REPEAL  OF  CERTAIN  PENAL  LAWS; 

June  9,  1789- 


On  the  18th  of  May  1789,  Earl  Stanhope 
moved  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  "  for  re- 
lieving members  of  the  church  of  England 
from  sundry  penalties  and  disabilities  to 
which  by  the  laws  now  in  force  they  may  be 
liable,  and  for  extending  freedom  in  mat- 
ters of  religion  to  all  persons  (Papists,  on 
account  of  their  persecuting  and  dangerous 
principles,  only  excepted),and  for  other  pur- 
poses therein  mentioned."  As  the  founda- 
tion  of  this  bill,  Earl  Stanhope  laid  before 
their  Lordships  an  account  of  aU  the  penal 


laws,  whether  existing,  obsolete,  or  repeal- 
ed, which  had  been  enacted  from  the  earliest 
times  upon  matters  of  religion,  sorcery,  and 
various  other  subjects ;  and  urged  the  in- 
justice as  well  as  disgrace  of  suffering  them 
to  remain  any  longer  amongst  our  statutes* 
The  bill  was  read  a  second  time  on  the 
9th  of  June ;  and  opposed  by  the  Arch- 
bishop of  Canterbury,  by  the  Bishops  of 
Bangob  and  St  Asaph,  and  by  Dr  Horsley, 
then  Bishop  of  St  David's,  in  the  follow- 
ing words» 


^  MY  LORDS,  .% 

"  In  a  variety  of  laws  framed  in 
different  periods  of  our  history,  either  for 
the  maintenance  of  religion  in  general,  or 
for  the  particular  security  of  the  national 
church,  that  some  may  be  yet  standing  upon 
the  statute-book  unrepealed,  which  do  little 
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cre^t  to  the  spirit  of  the  times  in  which 
they  were  enacted,  I  shall  not  take  upon  me 
to  deny.  In  the  repeal,  the  specific  repeal  of 
laws  of  this  description,  I  for  my  part,  and 
I  trust  my  brethren  of  the  Episcopal  bench, 
wiU  never  be  unwilling  to  concur.  My 
Lords,  if  laws  be  subsisting  contrary  to  the 
principles  of  just  government,  infiractive  of 
the  rights  of  private  conscience,  repugnant 
to  the  mild  spirit  of  the  religion  we  pro* 
fess, — if  such  laws  subsist,  the  fortunate  cir- 
cumstance of  the  times  in  which  we  live, 
that  no  persecution  is  stirring  or  likely  to 
be  stirred,  is  no  reason,  in  my  judgment, 
that  such  laws  should  be  suflferfd  to  remain 
in  force ;  It  is  a  sufficient  ground  for  the 
repeal  of  them,  that  they  are  weapons  loose-^ 
ly  lying  about,  which  the  Fiend  of  Persecit- 
tion  may  at  any  time  pick  up  and  employ 
to  her  own  fell  purpose,  if  any  unfortunate 
revolution  in  the  temper  ^mankind  should 


Bet  her  free  fiom  the  restraints  which  the 
tolerance  of  the  times  for  the  present  lays 
upon  her.  My  Lords,  it  is  not  enough 
that  this  daemon  be  kept  in  order  for  the 
time  by  the  prevalence  of  the  contrary  prin- 
ciple,-^^at  she  sit  mopping,  abashed,  dis- 
heartened, under  the  conviction  that  the 
hand  and  heart  of  every  man  are  against 
her:  My  Lords,  she  should  be  disarmed, 
and  laid  in  chains  until  the  judgment  of  the 
Great  Day  ;  my  Lords,  her  armour  should 
be  broken  and  her  chains  rivetted. 

"  But,  my  Lords,  if  the  peaceful  state 
and  temper  of  the  times  ailbrd  no  reason 
for  the  continuance  of  laws  which  in  worse 
times  might  be  oppressive^  your  Lordships, 
I  persuade  myself,  will  think  it  a  strong 
reason  for  tiJdng  time  to  proceed  with  due 
deliberation  and  caution  m  so  important  a 
business  as  the  jevisal  and  reform  of  so 
considerable  a  branch  of  our  criminal  law 


as  that  which  regards  ofFeuces  against,  re- 
ligion. Your  Lordships  will  think  it  be- 
comes your  wisdom  to  consider  the  contents 
of  the  writing  before  you  apply  the  sponge; 
lest,  meaning  only  to  obliterate  oppressive 
laws,  you  abolish  the  most  beneficial  and 
necessfiry  restraints. 

*'  My  Lords,  my  objection  to  the  bill 
upon  the  table  is,  that  I  can  discover  no- 
thing in  it  of  this  discretion  :  It  drives  fu-^ 
riously  and  precipitately  at  its  object,  beat^ 
ing  down  every  barriCT^^Yhichjhe.  wisdom 
of  our  ancestors  had  opposed  against^  vice 
and  irreligion,  and  tearigg  jip  the  very/oun- 
dations  of  our  ecclesiaati^al  constitution. 
My  Lords,  if  this  biU  sliQuld'pigss^into  a 
law,  no  established  religion  willjbe  left. 
My  Lords,  when  I  say  that  no  estabUsh- 
ed  religion  will  be  left,  I  depire  to  be  un^- 
deratood  in  the  utmost  extent  of  my  ex*- 

m 

pressioiui:    I  mean,  my  liords,  not  onljr 


that  the  particular  establishment  which  now 
subsists  will  be  destroyed,  but  that  no  esta- 
blishment will  remain  of  the  Christian  re- 
ligion in  any  shape, — ^nor  indeed  of  natnral 
religion.  My  Lords,  this  bill,  should  it  un- 
fortunately pass  into  a  law,  will  leave  our 
mutilated  constitution  a  novelty  in  the  an- 
nals of  mankind,  a  prodigy,  my  Lords,  in 
politics, — ^a  civil  polity  without  any  public 
religion  for  its  basis. 

**  My  Lords,  these  are  not  rhetorical 
words,  that  go  beyond  the  truth  of  the 
tMng.  To  convince  your  Lordships  that 
they  are  not,  I  shall  beg  your  indulgence 
while  I  endeavour  to  show  the  operation 
of  this  bill  both  upon  the  statute  law  and 
the  ecclesiastical  jurisdiction. 

**  First,  for  the  effecf  of  the  bill  upon 
the  statute  law.  My  Lords,  the  first  clause. 
—But,  by  the  way,  I 'must  apprize  your 
Lordshipsi  that  I  mean  to  confine  my  re- 


marks  to  so  much  of  the  bill  as  relates  to 
the  laws  concerning  religion ;  other  mat« 
ters  are  oddly  enough  intermixed^  but  I 
confine  myself  to  what  concerns  religion* 
I  have  no  objection  to  the  noble  earl's 
mating  beef  in  preference  to  any  other  meat^ 
on  any  day  of  the  year  or  any  hour  of  the 
day. — The  first  clause,  my  Lords,  so  far  as 
it  relates  to  the  laws  concerning  religion^ 
abrogates  in  a  lump  aU  the  laws  in  the  sta- 
tute-book relating  to  the  observation  of  the 
Lord's^ay.  My  Lords,  do  your  Lordshipd 
perceive  any  thing  in  the  manners  of  the 
times  that  calls  for  the  abolition  or  the  re- 
laxation of  those  laws  ?  Are  we  guilty  of 
any  childish  superstition  in  the  observance 
of  the  day,  that  may  interfere  with  duti^ 
of  a  higher  obligati6n  ?  My  Lords,  is  not 
the  contrary  notorious  ?  Is  it  not  notorious, 
that  the  business  and  the  pleasures  of  all 
ranks  of  the  people  are  going  on,  on  the 
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Lord*s-day,  with  little  interraption  ?  Per- 
haps, my  Lords,  some  extravagant  severity 
in  the  penalties  of  these  laws  may  call  for 
mitigation.  My  Liords,  I  certainly  shall 
not  be  the  advocate  for  that  law  of  Queen 
Elizabeth  which  imposes  a  fine  of  20/.  per 
month  upon  any  person  above  the  age  of 
sixteen  who  neglects  to  go  to  church ;  much 
less  shall  I  pretend  to  vindicate  that  law  of 
James  the  First  by  which  the  King  is  au- 
thorized  to  refuse  the  901.  per  month,  and 
take  two  thirds  of  all  lands,  tenements,  and 
hereditaments.  There  might  be  reasons  to 
justify  these  laws  at  the  time  when  they 
were  passed ;?— I  shall  not  enter  into  that 
question :  Those  reasons  subsist  no  longer, 
and  those  laws  now  are  not  to  be  defended. 
But,  my  Lords,  the  noble'earl's  bill  equally 
abrogates  the  1st  Eliz.  cap.  2.  sect  14. ;  to 
which  no  objection  can  be  made  on  account 
of  the  severity  of  its  penalties.    My  Lords, 


9        V 

this  law  only  imposes'  upon  every  person 
who,  without  a  lawful  or  reasonable  ex- 
cuse, shall  absent  himself  from  his  parish 
church  or  chapel  on  Sundays  or  holidays, 
the  very  moderate  fine  of  one  shilling  for 
every  ofience,  over  and  above  the  censures 
of  the  church  My  Lords,  this  fine  is  too 
small  to  be  oppressive  upon  the  poorest  of 
the  people.  Suppose  that,  the  common 
day-labourer  be  absent  from  church  every 
Sunday  in  the  year,  and  that  the  fine  be 
levied  for  every  offence,  my  Lords,  the 
amount  of  it  in  the  whole  year,  even  up- 
on th^  supposition  that  it  may  be  levied 
twice  on  each  Sunday,  is  much  less  than 
the  offender  would  probably  squander  in 
the  same  time  in  riotous  pleasures,  to  the 
great  injury  of  his  family,  if  he  were  relea^ 
sed  firom  the  restraint  of  this  Iaw«  This 
penalty,  my  Lords,  is  just  what  the  pe- 
nalty of  such  a  law  should  be ;  it  is  a  light- 
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er  evil  to  the  individual  than  he  will  be 
apt  to  bring  upon  himself  by  the  neglect 
of  that  which  the  law  requires  to  be  done  : 
For^  mj  Lords,  it  is  a  notorious  fact,  that 
the  common  people  of  this  country,  if  they 
do  not  keep  the  Sunday  religiously,  keep  it 
in  another  manner ;  if  they  do  not  go  to 
church,  they  spend  the  day  in  houses  of 
riotous  pleasure.  My  Lords,  the  severity 
of  the  law  (what  little  severity  there  is  in  it) 
is  abated  by  the  allowance  that  it  gives  to 
f^  lawful  and  reasonable  excuses."  Its  pe- 
nalties are  to  be  levied  only  upon  those  who 
without  **  lawftd  and  reasonable  ejLcuse" 
neglect  to  resort  to  their  parish-church. 
^  Lawfid  and  reasonable  excise :  "  My 
Lords,  these  are  large  words,  which  leave 
much  in  the  discretion  of  the  magisd^rate 
who  is  to  enforce  the  law*  A  lawful  ex- 
cuse, indeed,  may  seem  to  signify  such  ex- 
cuses only  as  were  allowed  by  the  laws  in 
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being  at  the  time  when  this  law  was  made ; 
but  a  reasonable  excuse,  is  every  excuse 
which  the  reason  of  man,  judging  by  its 
own  laws  and  its  own  maxims,  may  ap- 
prove* My  Lords,  in  the  present  state  of 
manners,  great  distance  from  the  parish 
church  or  chapel  must  be  deemed  a  rea- 
sonable excuse.  The  noble  earl,  in  the 
speech  with  Vhich  he  introduced  the  bill  un^ 
der  consideration,  mentioned  a  case  which 
had  lately  happened  in  the  country,  in 
which  this  law  had  been  eij^rced  against  a 
person  whose  dwelling-house  was  at  an  ex- 
travagant distance  from  any  place  of  wor- 
ship. My  Lords,  this  case,  if  it  really  was 
as  it  was  stated  to  the  noble  earl, — if  the 
great  distance  was  pleaded  and  given  in 
proof,  and  the  fine  was  notwithstanding  le- 
vied,—this  case,  I  say,  bears  very  hard,  in 
my  judgment,  upon  the  discretion  of  the 
magistrates  who  took  the  information :  But^ 
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my  Lords,  that's  all ;  the  blame  was  in  the 
magistrates,  not  in  the  law ;  for  your  Lord«^ 
ships  must  be  sensible  that  the  mildest  laws 
are  liable  to  be  abused  by  misapplication. 
■  ^■^^  But  perhaps,  my  Lords,  this  law  may 
be  allowed  to  be  reasonable  enough  as  far 
as  it  regards  the  Sunday,  but  it  may  seem 
«  circumstance  of  extravagant  severity  that 
the  observance  of  holidays  as  well  as  Sun- 
days is  required  under  the  same  penalties. 
My  Lords,  I  revert  to  my  former  observa- 
tion,— ^that  the  law  allows  "  lawfiil  and  rea- 
sonable excuses''  on  any  day  ;  and  in  the 
present  state  of  manners,  I  conceive,  my 
Lords,  that  the  ordinary  occupatipns  of  life 
form  a  reasonable  excuse  of  absence  from 
divine  service  upon  holidays,  with  the  ex.- 
ception  of  a  very  few, — namely,  Ghristmasr 
day.  Good  Friday,  the  King's  Accession, 
and  occasional  fasts  and  thanksgivings.  Per- 
haps the  noble  earl  may  wish  me  to  except 
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another  day,  which,  if  I  guess  aright,  his 
LiOrdship  means  to  add  to  the  calendar. 
With  the  exertion  of  these  few  days,  the 
ordinary,  occupations  of  life  are,  as  I  con«* 
ceive,  a  reasonable  excuse  of  absence  from 
church  on  any  holiday.  My  Ix>rds,  they 
are  much  more ;  they  are  a  lawful  excuse, 
—-they  are  such  an  excuse  as  the  magistrates 
before  whom  an  information  may.be  laid 
are  bound  by  law  to  take  notice  of.  My 
LfOrds,  the  magistrate  is  bound  to  take  no- 
tice of  this  excuse,  by  the  very  law  whidb 
settles  the  holidays  of  our  calendar,  by  the 
5th  and  6th  Edward  VI.  cap.  3.  My  Lords^ 
in  that  very  statute  your  Lordships  will  find 
a  proviso  to  this  effect  (Here  the  Bishop 
r«M  from  his  notes  the  sixth  paragraph  of 
dt^ :  statute  mentioned  ;  which  provides, 
that  5^  it  shall  be  lawful  to  every  husband- 
man,  labourer,  fisherman,  and  to  all  and 
every  other  person  and  persons,  of  what 
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stood  as  a  prohibition  of  the  practice  of  wor^ 
shipping  at  all  in  public ;  and  he  thought 
the  statute  of  Queen  Elizabeth  a  con- 
straint upon  the  conscience  of  a  man  who 
should  so  interpret  our  Saviour's  maxim. 
My  Lords,  I  understand  very  well  that  men 
may  think  differently  of  particular  modes 
of  worship, — ^that  the  conscience  of  one 
man  may  scruple  what  another  approves ; 
but  I  had  so  little  apprehension  that  con- 
science could  doubt  the  propriety  of  public 
worship  in  every  shape,  that  I  really  thought 
the  noble  earl  was  not  in  earnest  in  that 
part  of  his  argument.  My  Lords,  the  noble 
earl  wm  in  earnest :  His  lordship  has  since 
mentioned  an  instance  to  me  of  a  person, 
in  the  circle  of  his  own  connexions  and 
of  my  acquaintance,  who  was  afflicted  with 
one  of  those  strange  consciences  ;  a  noble- 
man eminent  for  the  probity  of  his  charac- 
ter and  the  severity  of  his  morals,  who,. 
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from  conscientious  scruples^  never  in  his 
life  mixed  with  any  congregation  of  Chris- 
tians in  their  pubUc  rites.  My  Lords,  I  am 
compelled  by  this  instance  to  admit,  that 
that  sort  of  conscience,  which  I  thought  a 
mere  fiction,  may  exist ;  and  I  must  admit 
that  the  statute  of  Queen  EUzabeth  lays 
some  d^ee  of  force  upon  such  a  con- 
science.  I  must  therefore  b^  your  Lord- 
ships' indulgence  while  I  say  a  few  words 
upon  this  great  question  of  the  right  of 
private  conscience;  which  I  think  is  not 
generally  understood. 

**  My  Lords,  the  noble  earl,  in  the  second 
clause  of  his  bill,  lays  down  this  maxim^ 
that  the  right  of  conscience  is  and  ever 
must  be  **  the  unalienable  right  of  man- 
kind; and  as  such,  ought  always  to  be  held 
jsacred  and  inviolable."  My  Lords,  I  agree 
entirely  with  the  noble  earl  in  that  maxim. 
I  am  not  certain  that  his  lordship  will  ar- 
"^  B 
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gree  with  me  in  what  I  am  going  to  ad-^ 
vance ; — I  think  he  will ;  for  I  really  think 
no  one  can  differ  from  me  who  allows  that 
civil  government  is  a  thing  consistent  with 
the  revealed  will  of  God.  My  Lords,  the 
right  of  conscience  is  unalienable;  but  it  is 
not  infinite^  it  is  limited.  The  right  of 
conscience  is  unalienable  within  the  limits 
of  a  certain  jurisdiction.  Conscience  and 
the  magistrate  have  their  separate  jurisdic- 
tions ;  each  is  supreme,  absolute,  and  in- 
dependent, within  the  limits  of  their  own. 
The  jurisdiction  of  conscience  is  over  the 
actions  of  the  individual  as  they  relate  to 
Grod,  without  reference  to  society :  Con- 
science judges  of  what  is  sinful  or  not  sin- 
ful in  our  actions.  The  jurisdiction  of  the 
magistrate  is  over  the  actions  of  men  as 
they  respect  society :  He  is  the  judge  of 
what  harm  may  or  may  not  result  to  socie- 
ty from  our  actions ;  and  this  harm  he  has 
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a  right  to  restrain  and  to  punish,  in  what- 
ever actions  he  descries  it,  in  defiance,  my 
Lords,  of  the  plea  of  conscience.  In  the 
exercise  of  this  right,  my  Lords,  the  civil 
magistrate  is  supreme  and  absolute,  as 
conscience  in  the  exercise  of  hers.  Con- 
science,  my  Lords,  cannot  be  conscien- 
tiously  pleaded  against  the  magistrate  in 
the  exercise  of  this  right.  My  Lords,  if 
the  principle  which  I  advance  is  rightly 
taken,  I  shall  not  be  suspected  of  wishing 
to  narrow  the  limits  of  toleration.  My 
Lords,  I  advance  a  principle  which  carries 
toleration  to  the  utmost  effect  to  which  it 
can  be  carried,  consistently  with  the  secu- 
rity of  civil  government*  My  Lords,  ac- 
cording to  my  principle,  the  magistrate  has 
no  right  to  punish  an  action,  be  it  ever  so 
sinful,  merely  because  it  is  sinful ;  he  has 
no  right  to  punish  it,  unless  beside  the  sin 
it  contain  crime, — ^that  is,  harm  to  society. 
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Thus,  in  the  instance  of  peijury :  Peijury 
is  an  action  sinful  in  so  high  a  degree  that 
the  sin  may  justly  be  considered  as  by  far 
the  greater  part  of  the  whole  guilt ;  and 
this  action  is  punished  by  the  magistrate : 
But  the  object  of  tjie  magistrate's  animad- 
version is  not  the  sin  of  the  action,  enor- 
mous as  it  is ;  but  the  crin^-e  of  it — ^the 
harm  it  brings  to  society :  An  oath  is  the 
very  first  and  highest  of  all  civil  obligations 
and  seciu'ities ;  and  society  must  ibreak  up 
were  perjiu^y  to  go  unpunished.  My  Lords, 
I  think  I  have  been  fortunate  in  falling  up- 
on this  instance  for  the  illustratio;i  of  my 
argument ;  because  it  will  serve  as  a  prin- 
ciple to  determine  the  extent  of  the  magi- 
strate's authority  over  the  religious  conduct 
of  the  subject,  notwithstanding  any  plea  of 
conscience.  My  Liords,  since  the  magi- 
strate has  a  clear  right  to  punish  perjury  on 
account  of  the  ruin  it  would  bring  upon 
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society,  he  has,  upon  the  same  ground,  a 
right  to  punish  whatever  tends  to  render 
perjury  frequent— whatever  tends  to  lessen 
the  general  veneration  of  an  oath.  My 
Lords,  upon  this  principle,  the  magistrate 
has  a  right  to  restrain  and  punish  open 
atheism,  and  the  disavowal  of  God's  provi- 
dential government  of  the  world.  And^ 
my  Lords,  we  must  go  one  step  farther : 
Since  the  magistrate,  in  this  country,  be- 
lieves that  he  is  possessed  of  a  written  re- 
velation  of  Grod's  will,  he  must  punish  the 
open  disbelief  and  denial  of  that  revela- 
tion :  H§  has  no  right  to  persecute  parti- 
cular opinions,  however  erroneous,  of  sects 
professing  a  general  belief  in  the  revda^ 
tion;  but  he  has  a  rjlght  to  punish  the 
general  disbelief  and  total  rejection  of  it 
And  since  he  has  a  right  to  punish  athe- 
ism, a  disavowal  of  God's  providence,  and 
a  total  rejection  of  the  Christian  revela- 
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tioD,  he  has  a  right  to  restrain  and  punish 
actions,  in  which,  as  they  are  interpreted 
by  the  general  sense  of  mankind,  these 
pernicious  opinions  are  implied :    He  has 
therefore  a  right  to  restrain  and  to  punish 
the  neglect  of  public  worship,  which  is  one 
of  those  actions :  And  any  man  whose  con- 
science is  of  that  singular  construction  as  to 
disapprove  all  public  worship,  would  deal 
but  handsomely  by  his  country  in  submit- 
ting cheerfully  and  silently  to   the  very 
moderate  penalty  which  our  laws  impose. 
My  Lords,  besides  this  statute  of  Qjueen 
Elizabeth,  the  bill  upon  the  tabl^  should 
it  pass  into  a  law,  will  repeal  the  act  of 
Charles  the  Second  for  the  better  observa^ 
tion  of  the  Lord's^y  (29th  Charles  II. 
cap.  7.) ;  and  from  this  time  forth,  stage- 
coaches and  waggons  will  travel  the  road 
—watermen  will  ply  upon  the  Thames— 
hackney-coachmen  in  the  streets,  upon  the 
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Lord's-day  as  on  any  other,  under  the  ex- 
press sanction  of  the  law.  The  bill  will 
also  repeal  the  act  of  Henry  tlie  Sixth 
(27th  Hen.  VI.  cap.  5.)  against  the  keeping 
of  fairs  and  markets  on  the  Lord's-day;  for 
the  bill  takes  away  all  prosecution  in  any 
court  for  the  neglect  of  any  rite  or  cere- 
mony of  the  church  of  England.  The  ob- 
servation of  the  Lord's-day  is  enjoined  by 
these  laws  only  as  a  ceremony  of  the 
church;  therefore  all  prosecutions  are  staid 
that  migj^t  be  founded  upon  these  statutes, 
and  the  statutes  are  virtually  repealed. 

"  My  Lords,  I  should  now  consider  the 
efiFect  of  this  law  upon  the  ecclesiastical 
jurisdiction ;  but  I  fear  your  Lordships  are 
already  tired  with  the  length  of  this  dry 
debate.  I  shall  therefore  confine  myself  to 
a  few  short  remarks  upon  points  which  I 
think  have  not  been  touched  by  the  right 
reverend  lords  who  have  gone  before  me. 
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"  My  Lords,  the  bill  goes  to  the  aboli- 
tion of  the  ecclesiastical  jurisdiction  in  all 
offences  against  religion.  The  noble  earl, 
in  his  speech  on  the  first  reading,  ex- 
pressed  great  dislike  of  the  ecclesiastical 
courts :  His  lordship  thought  it  a  great 
objection,  that  the  mode  of  trial  in  them 
is  not  by  jury.  My  Lords,  will  the  noble 
earl  extend  this  objection  to  every  court 
in  which  he  finds  the  same  defect  ?  Has 
the  Court  of  Chancery  a  jury  ?  has  the 
Admiralty  Court  a  jury  ?  Would  the 
noble  earl  abolish  the  jurisdiction  of  every 
court  in  which  the  mode  of  trial  is  not  by 
jury  ?  I  do  not  remember  whether  his 
lordship  made  another  objection  to  the 
ecclesiastical  courts,  which,  in  my  opi- 
nion, is  of  much  greater  weight, — ^their 
way  of  taking  the  depositions  of  witnes- 
ses ;  not  viva  vocCy  by  examination  and 
cross-examination  in  the  presence  of  the 
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parties  and  £heir  counsel,  but  by  answers 
given  in  private  to  written  interrogatories. 
My  Lords,  in  my  judgment  this  practice  in 
tlie  ecclesiastical  courts  is  a  thing  much 
more  exceptionable  than  the  want  of  a 
jury  ;  and,  to  confess  the  truth,  my  Lords, 
I  am  one  of  those  who  think  tliat  the  change 
was  much  for  the  worse  which  was  made 
by  our  Norman  kings,  when  they  separated 
the  ecclesiastical  from  the  secular  jurisdic* 
tion.  My  Lords,  the  change  was  much 
for  tlie  worse  :  But  I  beseech  your  Lord* 
ships  to  remember  that  it  is  now  seven 
hundred  years  old.  We  are  got  to  such  a 
distance  from  the  period  when  the  change 
took  place,  that  the  present  practice  has 
acquired  the  authority  of  a  venerable  pre- 
scription ;  and  the  attempt  to  bring  things 
back  to  their  former  state  might  not  be 
very  politic.  My  Lords,  instead  of  trou- 
bling your  Lordships  with  any  arguments 
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of  my  own  upon  that  point,  I  will  b^  your 
permission  to  give  you  the  opinion  of  the 
great  Judge  Blackstone,  in  his  own  words. 
(Here  the  BislK>p  read  fix>m  his  notes  a 
paragraph  fix>m  Judge  Blackstone's  Com* 
mentaries,  to  this  effect :  ^  It  must  be  ac- 
knowledged, to  the  honour  of  the  spiritual 
courts,  that  thou^  they  ccmtinue  to  this 
day  to  decide  many  questions  which  are 
properly  of  temporal  cognizance,  yet  jus- 
tice  in  general  is  so  ably  and  impartially 
administered  in  those  tribunals,  especially 
of  the  superior  kind,  and  the  boundaries 
of  their  power  are  now  so  well  known  and 
established,  that  no  material  inconvenience 
at  present  arises  from  this  jurisdiction  stiU 
continuing  in  the  ancient  channel ;  and, 
should  an  alteration  be  attempted,  great 
conilision  would  probably  arise,  in  over- 
turning long-established  forms,  and  new- 
modelling  a  course  of  proceedings  that  has 
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now  prevailed  for  seven  centuries." — Com^ 
fnentariesy  book  iii,  cap.  7.) 

"  My  LordSy  these  were  the  sentiments  of 
Judge  Blackstone :  The  noble  earPs  are  dif- 
ferent. My  Lords,  the  noble  earl  spoke  with 
high  disapprobation  of  the  canons  by  which 
our  spiritual  courts  are  directed :  He  told 
your  Lordships  they  were  an  invention  of 
the  same  age  with  the  absurd  childish  star 
tutes  against  witchcrafL  My  Lords,  in 
that  point  of  history  the  noble  earl  was  not 
quite  accurate ;  for  though  it  be  true  that 
the  cancels  which  we  now  use  were  set  forth 
in  the;  reign  of  King  James  the  First,  not 
one  of  them,  as  far  as  my  recollection  goes, 
was  an  original  fabrication  of  that  age.  My 
Lords,  the  canons  of  1603  are  a  compila- 
tion from  the  canons  of  all  former  ages, — - 
a  selection  of  such  rules  as  seemed  suited 
to  our  civil  government  and  to  the  consti- 
tution of  a  Pjrotestant  Episcopal  church. 
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The  noble  eaxl,  in  disparagement  of  these 
canons,  produced  the  third  as  a  specimen 
of  the  folly  and  mischief  which  they  con- 
tain: He  told  your  Lordships  that  this 
third  canon  breathes  such  a  spirit  of  ambi- 
tion and  priestly  lust  of  power  as  is  not  to 
be  borne.  Now,  my  Lords,  the  truth  is, 
that  the  scope  of  this  canon  is  just  the  re* 
verse  of  what  the  noble  earl  supposes  it  to 
be :  The  scope  of  this  canon  is  not  to  sup* 
port  chiu'ch  power,  but  to  moderate  cnurch 
power,  by  maintaining  the  supremacy  of 
the  secular  magistrate.  The  canoin  says — 
**  Whoever  shall  hereafter  affirm  that  the 
church  of  England  by  law  established  un- 
der the  King's  Majesty  is  not  a  true  apos- 
tolical church,  teaching  and  maintaining 
the  doctrine  of  the  apostles,  let  him  be  ex- 
conununicated  ipso  facto^^  &c.  Observe, 
my  Lords,  how  the  church  of  England  is 
described, — ^^  the  church  by  Jaw  established 
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under  the  King's  Majesty."  When  we  se- 
parated from  the  church  of  Rome,  the  Pa- 
pists were  perpetually  insulting  us,  as  no 
church,  because  by  making  the  King  the 
head  of  the  church  we  had  given  the  su- 
premacy to  a  layman.  The  canon  meets  this 
insult :  It  affirms  that  the  church  of  £ng<- 
land  is  a  true  apostolical  church,  notwith- 
standing that  she  have  a  layman  for  her 
bead;  and  it  pronounces  every  one  ex- 
communicate who  shall  dare  to  deny  this. 
My  Lords,  the  impugners  of  the  King's  Ma- 
jesty's supremacy,  not  the  enemies  of  extra- 
vagant church  power,  are  the  persons  whom 
this  canon  anathematizes.  My  Lords,  I 
mention  thb  only  as  an  instance  how  much 
tbe  noble  earl  has  seen  things  by  a  false 
light  in  this  subject. 

**  My  Lords,  before  I  sit  down,  I  must 
beg  leave  to  take  notice  of  one  thing  which 
fell  from  the  npble  earl,  as  it  appears  to  me 
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of  a  most  dangerous  tendency.  The  noble 
earl  took  occasion  to  say  that  the  canons 
are  not  binding  even  on  the  clergy.  It  has 
long  been  a  maxim  (to  be  understood  how- 
ever with  many  exceptions  and  restric- 
tions),  that  they  are  not  generally  binding 
on  the  laity  ;  but  the  noble  earl  is  of  opi- 
nion they  are  of  no  force  even  against  the 
clergy.  My  Lords,  the  noble  earl  seemed 
to  found  this  opinion  upon  some  statute, 
which,  as  he  interprets  it,  amounts  to  a  re- 
peal of  all  canons  universally.  My  Lords, 
I  guess  that  the  statute  that  the  noble  earl 
had  in  contemplation  was  the  13th  of 
Charles  11.  cap.  12.  (Here  the  Bishop 
went  into  a  minute  discussion  upon  this 
statute ;  many  parts  of  which  he  read  at 
large  from  his  written  notes.  He  said  that 
the  design  of  this  statute  was  to  explain  an 
act  of  the  17th  of  the  former  King,  which 
had  been  passed  to  repeal  an  act  of  the  1  st 
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of  Elizabeth,  concerning  the  cominission-- 
ers  for  causes  ecclesiastical :  A  doubt  had 
arisen  on  the  construction  of  this  statute 
of  repeal,  whether  it  had  not  taken  away 
all  ordinary  power  of  coercion  and  pro- 
ceeding in  causes  ecclesiastical :  This 
doubt  gave  occasion  to  the  act  of  the  13th 
of  Charles  XL  to  explain  :  The  explanation 
in  brief  was  this,  that  nothing  of  the  ordi- 
nary jurisdiction  was  taken  away  by  Charles 
the  First's  statute  of  repeal :  But,  that  a 
contrary  doubt  might  not  arise  upon  the 
construction  of  this  act  of  explanation, — 
that  it  might  not  be  understood  to  give 
new  powers  to  the  ecclesiastical  judges,  but 
simply  to  restore  the  old, — a  proviso  is 
added  at  the  end,  that  nothing  in  this  act 
contained  shall  be  construed  "  to  extend 
to  give  any  archbishop,  bishop,  &c.  any 
power  or  authority  to  exercise,  execute,  &c 
which  they  might  not  by  law  have  done 
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before  the  year  of  our  Lord  1639 ;  nor  to 
abridge  or  diminish  the  King's  Majesty's 
supremacy;  nor  to  confirm  the  canons  made 
in  the  year  1640  ;  nor  any  other  ecclesias- 
tical laws  or  canons  not  formerly  confirm- 
ed, allowed,  or  enacted  by  Parliament,  or 
by  the  established  laws  of  the  land  as  they 
stood  in  the  year  1639.'*) 

^^  My  Lords,  I  imagine  that  it  is  upon 
this  proviso  of  the  13th  Charles  IL  cap.  12. 
that  his  lordship  builds  his  new  doctrine 
that  the  canons  of  1603  are  totally  repealed. 
But,  my  Lords,  this  proviso  goes  to  no  such 
effect :  It  repeals  nothing ;  it  only  confirms 
nothing ;  its  effect  is  merely  negative :  It  is 
studiously  so  worded,  as  neither  to  give  the 
ecclesiastical  canons  any  authority  which 
they  had  not,  nor  to  deprive  them  of  any 
which  they  had,  by  the  statute  or  the  com- 
mon law  as  it  stood  in  the  year  1639.  Yet 
this  proviso  is,  as  I  guess, — ^his  lordship  will 
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correct  me  if  I  am  wrong,— ^his  proviso, 
as  I  guess,  is  the  foundation  of  his  lord- 
ship's Mngular  opinion.  (Here  the  Bi-* 
shop  paused,  and  Earl  Stanhope  shook  his 
head.)  My  Lords,  the  noble  earl  seems 
to  tell  me  I  am  wrong :  Why  then,  my 
LfOrdsy  I  am  totally  at  a  loss  to  conjecture 
on  what  foundation  the  ndble  earVs  opinion 
can  possibly  stand.  My  Lord^,  if  it  has 
no  foundation,  it  is  unnecessary  for  me  to 
go  about  to  confute  it  >  but,  as  I  am  appre- 
hensive that  the  notion  may  be  very  mis- 
chievous, if  it  should  go  abroad  into  the 
world  clothed  with  the  authority  of  his 
LfOrdship's  name,  I  must  observe,  that  the 
obligation  of  an  oath  lies  upon  the  con- 
science of  every  clergyman  to  submit  to 
the  canons  whenever  his  diocesan  may  think 
proper  to  enforce  them. 

"  My  Lords,  I  have  too  long  engaged 
your  Lordships'  attention.     My  objection 
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to  the  bill  upon  the  table  is — ^the  generality 
of  its  operation ;  and,  for  that  reason,  I 
agree  with  the  right  reverend  prelates  wlio 
have  gone  before  me,  that  the  House  ought 
to  proceed  no  farther  with  it.*' 


The  bill  was  thrown  out 


UPOIgTHE  SECOND  READING  OF  THE  BILL  FOE 
THE  RELIEF  OF  ROMAN  CATHOLICS,  UNDER 
CERTAIN  CONDITIONS ; 

May  si,  1791. 


On  the  21st  of  February  1791,  Mr  Mix- 
FORD  moved,  in  the  House  of  Commons^ 
for  a  Committee  of  the  whole  House,  to 
enable  him  to  bring  in  a  bill  "  to  relieve, 
upon  conditions  and  under  certain  restric- 
tions, persons  called  Protesting  Catholic 
Dissenters,  from  certain  penalties  and  dis- 
abilities to  which  Papists  or  persons  pro- 
fessing the  Popish  religion  are  by  law  sub- 
ject*' After  the  bill  had  been  brought  in, 
and  passed  the  House  of  Commons,  upon 
the  second  reading  of  it  in  the  House  of 
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Lords,  on  the  3l8t  of  May,  a  debate  com* 
menced  on  the  propriety  of  several  clauses, 
which  were  afterwards  amended  in  a  com- 
mittee The  Bench  of  Bishops  took  ft  dis- 
tinguished and  honourable  part  m  this  de- 
bate :  Among  them,  the  Bishop  of  St  Da- 
vid's rose,  and  spoke  to  the  following  et 
fect» 


^  MY  LORDS, 

*'  With  great  charity  for  the  Ro- 
<nan  Catholics,  with  a  perfect  abhorrence  of 
the  penal  laws,  I  have  my  doubts  whether 
the  bill  for  their  relief  that  has  been  sent 
up  to  us  from  tibte  Lower  House  cornea  in 
a  ^lape  fit  to  be  sent  to  a  committee.  My 
Lords,  it  is  not  my  intention  to  make  any 
express  motion  to  obstruct  the  commit- 
tnent  of  it,  if  I  should  perceive  that  mea<- 
mire  to  be  the  sense  and  indination  of  the 
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House ;  but  I  have  my  doubts,  which  I 
think  it  my  duty  to  submit  to  your  Lord- 
ships' consideration. 

^  '^Fixj^  my  Lords,  as  I  am  in  the  per^ 
siia^on  that  religion  is  the  only  solid  foun- 
dation of  civil  society,  and  by  consequence 

» 

that  an  establishment  of  religion  is  an  es- 
sential branch  of  every  well-constructed  po- 
lity, I  am  equally  fixed  in  another  prin- 
ciple, that  it  is  a  duty  which  the  great  law 
of  Christian  charity  imposes  on  the  Chris, 
tian  magistrate,  to  tolerate  Christians  of 
every  denomlnatioa  separated  from  the  esta* 
blished  church  by  conscientious  scruples; 
with  the  exception  of  such  sects  only,  if 
any  such  there  be,  which  hold  principles  so 
subversive  of  civil  government  in  general, 
or  so  hostile  to  the  particular  constitution 
under  which  they  live,  as  to  render  the  ex- 
termination of  such  sects  an  object  of  just 
policy.    My  Lords,  I  have  no  scruple  to 


• 


• 


I 


38 

day,  that  the  opinions  which  separate  the 
Roman  Catholics  of  the  present  day  from 
the  communion  of  the  church  of  England 
are   not  of  that    dangerous    complexion. 
Times,  my  Lords,  it  is  too  well  known, 
have  been,  when  the  towering  ambition  of 
the  Roman  clergy,  and  the  tiane  supersti- 
tion of  the  people,  rendered  the  hierarchy 
the  rival  of  the  civil  government — ^the  triple 
mitre  the  terror  of  the  crown,  in  every  state 
in  Christendom.     The  Reformation  in  this 
country  (as  it  took  its  rise  not  in  any  contro^ 
versies  upon  speculative  doctrines,  but  in  a 
high-spirited  monarch's  nianly  renunciation 
of  the  Pope's  usurped  authority — in  the 
claim  of  the  original  absolute  exemption  of 
the  church,  no  less  than  of  the  state  of 
this  kingdom,  from  all  subordination  to  the 
See  of  Rome)  excited  a  spirit  of  intrigue 
among  the  adherents  of  the  Papacy  against 
the  internal  government,  which  rendered 
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every  Roman  Catholic,  in  proportion  as  he 
was  conscientiously  attached  to  the  inte- 
rests of  his  church,  a  disaffected  or  at  the 
best  a  suspected  subject.  Hie  Revolution 
widened  the  breach,  by  the  natural  attach*- 
ment  of  the  sect  to  the  abdicated  family, 
which  had  dnrays  l^voured  it  Happily  for 
this  country,  and  for  the  peace  of  mankind, 
those  times  are  past.  My  Lords,  it  is  now 
universally  understood,  that  the  extrava* 
gant  claims  of  the  church  to  a  paramouiut; 
authority  over  the  state,  in  secular  matters, 
stand  confuted  by  the  ^ry  first  principle 
of  the  original  charter  of  her  institution—^ 
by  the  early  edict  of  her  divine  and  holy 
founder,  ^'  that  his  kingdom  is  not  of  thi& 
world."  The  ambition  of  the  Roman  Pon- 
tiff,  by  the  reduction  of  his  power  and  his 
£;;M:tunes,  is  become  contemptible  and  ridi- 
culous  in  the  eyes  of  his  own  party  ;  and 
the  ejLtinctioQ  of  the  Stuart  family  leaves 
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the  Roman  Catholics  of  this  country  no 
choice  but  the  alternative  of  continuing 
in  the  condition  of  aliens  in  their  native 
landf  or  of  brining  themselves  under 
the  protection  of  her  laws,  by  peaceable 
submission  and  loyal  attachment  *  to  the 
existing  Govemm^t  My  Lfkds,  in  these 
circumstances, — in  this  state  of  opinions^ 
in  this  reduced  condition  of  the  Pope^s 
importance  in  the  political  worlds  in  the 
actual  state  of  the  interests  of  the  Roman 
CiEttholics  of  this  country, — I  persuade 
myself  that  the  Ifflpg-wishe^for  season  for 
the  abolition  of  the  penal  laws  b  come. 
Emancipated  from  the  ptejudices  which 
once  carried  them  away,  the  Roman  Car- 
tbolics  sre  led  by  the  genuine. principles 
of  their  religion  to  inoffensive  conduct,  to  * 
dutiful  submission  and  cordial  loyalty^  My 
Lords,  the  Roman  Catholics  l^etter  under- 
stand than  the  thiQg  a^ms.to  foe  under- 
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stood  by  miuiy  of  those  who  call  them- 
selves our  Protestant  brethren,  in  what 
plain  characters  the  injunction  of  the  un- 
reserved submission  of  the  individual  to  die 
gov^nment  under  which  he  is  bom  is  writ- 
ten in  the  divine  law  of  the  gospel.  * 

.^  My  hotdsj  Vith  all  this  charity  for 
Roman  Catholics,  with  these  sentiments 

'  of  the  inexpediency  of  the  penal  laws,  I 
mu^t  still  disapprove  of  the  bill  which  ia 
now  offered  for  a  second  reading.  Your 
Lordships  must  perceive,  that,  consistently 
with  the  sentiments  which  I  avow,  I  can- 
not  quarrel  with  the  bill  for  the  relief  it 
gives ;  No,  my  Lords, — the  noble  lord* 
who  moved  the  second  reading  has  himself 
opened  the  grounds  of  my  obje^ons.  My 
Lords,  I  object  to  the  bill  that  it  is  insuf- 
iSicient  to  its  own  piupose;  my  Lords,  I 
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quarrel  with  the  bill  for  the  partiality  of  its 
operation. 

**  With  the  indulgence  of  your  Lordships, 
I  will  endeavour  to  explain  from  what  ch*- 
cumstances  in  the  fabric  of  the  bill  this  de- 
fect arises ;  I  wiU  set  forth  the  importance 
of  the  objection  ;  and  tifen  ivnrill  trouble 
your  LfOrdships  with  the  reasons  of  my  ap* 
prehension  that  this  objection  is  not  likely 
to  be  done  away  by  any  amendments  which 
we  can  givfe  the  biU  in  the  committee. 

^  My  Lords,  this  bill  is  to  relieve  Roman 
Catholics  from  the  penal  laws,  under  the  con- 
dition that  they  take  an  oath  of  allegiance, 
abjuration,  and  declaration ;  the  terms  of 
which  oath  the  bill  prescribes.  The  bill 
therefore jttll  relieve  such  Roman  Catho- 
lics as  tak^his  oath,  and  none  else.  Now, 
my  Lords,  it  is,  I  believe,  a  well-known 
fact,  that  a  very  great  number — I  believe  I 
should  be  correct  if  J  were  to  say  a  very 
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great  majority  of  the  Roman  Catholics 
scruple  the  terms  in  which  this  oath  is  un« 
fortunately  drawn,  and  declare  they  cannot 
bring  themselves  to  tike  it.  With  the  per- 
mission  of  the  House,!  will  enter  a  little 
into  the  detail  of  their  objections.  Not  that 
I  mean  to  go  at  present  into  a  discussion 
upon  all  the  imperfections  of  the  oath :  I 
concur  in  every  one  of  the  objections  made 
by  the  most  reverend  Metropolitan  *  ;  but 
I  shall  not  touch  upon  these '>C>bjectiont^ 
because  they  have  been  ably  stated,,  and 
because  they  are  not  to  the  purpose  of  my 
argument:  It  is  my  point  to  state  the  ob* 
jections  of  scrupulotB  xtoman  Catholics. 

**  My  Lords,  the  majority  of  the  Roman^ 
Catholics  who  scruple  this  oath  me  not  Pa- 
pists in  the  opprobrious  sense  ofthe  word^ 
T— they  are  not  the  Pope's  courtiers,  more 
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than  the  gentlemen  of  the  Roman  Catho- 
lic Committee,  who  are  ready  to  accept  the 
oath.  My  Lords,  the  more  scrupulous  Ro« 
man  Catholics,  who  object  to  the  terms  of 
this  oath,  are  ready  to'  swear  allegiance  to 
the  King, — they  are  ready  to  abjure  the 
Pretender, — to  renounce  the  Pope's  autho^ 
rity  in  civil  and  temporal  matters,*-^they 
are  ready  tp  renounce  the  doctrine  that 
£uth  is  not  to  be  k^t  with  heretics,  and 
that  persc^s  may  be,  murdered  under  the 
pretence  that  they  are  Ij^retics,  as  impious 
and  imchristian,— they  are  ready  to  re- 
nounce, as  impious  and  unchristian,  the 
doctrine  tliat  princes  excommunicated  by 
the  See  of  Rome  may  be  murdered  by 
their  sufaij^ts, — they  are  ready  to  renounce 
the  doctrine  that  princes  excommunicated 
by  the  See  of  Rome  may  be  deposed  by 
their  subjects  j  but  to  .this  deposing  doc- 
trine they  scruple  to  apply  the  epithets  of 
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Impious,  unchristian,  and  damnable :  My 
Lords,  they  think  that  this  doctrine  is  ra- 
ther to  be  called  &lse  than  impious — trai* 
torous  than  unchristian;  they  say  that  the 
language  of  an  oath  should  not  be  adorned^ 
figured,  and  amplified,-^ut  plain,  simple, 
and  precise*  But  in  trudi,  my  Lords,  this 
flcrupleis  founded  ofi  a  tender  regard  for 
the  memory  of  th^  progenitors;  Some 
two  centuries  «inoe,  this  error,  however  ab- 
surd and  malignant,  was,  like  other  absurd 
and  malignant  errors,  universal  Yet,  my 
Lords,  there  lived  in  thojppe  times  many  men 
of  distinguished  piety  and  virtue,  who  a&- 
quiesced  in  this  error  ais  a  speculative  doc-> 
trine,  though  they  never  acted  upon  it  My 
Lords,  the  more  scrupulous  of  t^  Roman 
Catholics  think  it  hard  that  men  c^  probity 
and  virtue,  entertaining  a  speculative  error 
sanctioned  by  its  universality,  upon  which 
they  never  acted,  fhould,  for  that  error  ia 
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mere^^Deculatiotiy  be  stigmatized  as  dcfvoid 
of  pie£j,  as  no  Christians,  and  as  persons 
that  died  under  a  sentence  of  eternal  dam« 
nation.  And  certainly,  my  Lords,  the  re- 
l^robation  of  this  doctrine,  under  the  qualifi^ 
cations  of  impious,  unchristian,  and  dam- 
nable^ goes  to  this  e£^t  My-  Lords,  I  be- 
seech  you  to  give  a  candid  attention  to  this 
scruple,  as  I  am  confideAt  your  Lordships 
will  to  every  scruple.'  My  Lords,  I  enter 
mtb  this  detail  from  a. desire  of  impressing 
on  your  Lordships'  minds  what  is  very 
strongly  impresse4  on  mine, — ^that  the  ob- 
jections of  these « men  are  not  cavils,  but 
fair,  honest,  qonscientious  scruples.  My 
Lords,  this  scruple  is  analagous  to  that 
which  €sgt^  liberal  enlightened  man  would 
feel  if  he  were  called  upon  to  decide  upon 
that  which  has  sometimes  been  decided  up- 
on  with  little  ceremony, — upon  the.  final 
doom  of  virtuous  heathens— of  men  who. 
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with  a  sense  of  moral  obligation,  ajod  widi 
sentiments  of  piety  towards  the  Creator 
of  the  universe,  which  might  have  done  no 
discredit  to  the  professors  of  Christianity^ 
nevertheless,  from  the  force  of  example  and 
education,  acquiesced  in  the  popular  ido- 
latry  of  their  times.  My  Lords,  I  believe 
your  Lordships  all  believe  thajt  there  is  no 
nam^  under  heaven  by  which  men  may  be 
saved  but  the  naihe  of  Jesus  Christ :  Ne- 
vertheless, my  Lords,  I  should  be  vety  m^ 
willing  to  assert — my  Lords,  I  would  re- 
fuse to  swear,  that  it  is  loatter  of  my  belief 
that  such  men  as  Socrates^  Plato,  TuUy^ 
S^ieca,  and  Marcus  Antoninus,  who  were 
every  one  of  them  idolaters,  are  now  suf- 
feri,^  in  the  pUce  of  tonnent^  a. 
doomed  to  suffer  there  to  all  eternity.  My 
Lords,  upon  this  point  I  concur  in  the  sen- 
timents of  a  great  ornament  of  the  Roman 
chiurch,  who  might  havQ.  been  an  ornament 
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to  the  purest  church  in  the  most  ^ilighteu* 
ed  times.  ^^  Ubi  nunc  anima  Marci  TuUii 
agaty  fortaspe  non  est  humani  judicii  pro« 
nuntiare ;  me  certe,  non  admodum  aver- 
sum  habituri  sint  in  ferendis  calculis^  qui 
sperant  ilium  apud  Superos  summa  pace 
frui.''  My  Lords,  will  not  your  Lordships 
permit  the  Roman  Catholics  to  have  the 
same  tend»ness  for  the  memory. of  Bellar^ 
mine  and  Erasmus  which  your  Lordships 
would  feel  for  that  of  virtuous  heathens  ? 

"  My  Lords,  the  terms  in  which  the 
Pope's  civil  authority  is  renounced  are 
matter  of  scruple  to  that  division  of  the 
Roman  Catholics  which  I  consider  as  the 
minority.  My  Lords,  they  are  ready  to  re- 
nounce Ij^be  civil  authority  of  the  Pope ;  but 
they  think  that  the  words  used  in  the  oath 
go  to  the  denial  of.  the  Pope's  spiritual  au- 
diority^  which  they  cannot  conscientiously 
•Injure.    The  term^  of  tlie  oath,  my  Lords, 
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are  these ;  ^^  I  do  also^  in  my  conscience^ 
declare  and  solemnly  swear^ — ^that  no  fo- 
reign  church,  prelate.. or  priest,  or  a^sem- 
bly  of  priests^  or  ecclesiastical  power  what- 
adever,  hath,  or  ought  to  have,  any  jurls^ 
diction  or  authority  whatsoever  within 
this  realm^  that  can  directly  or  indirect* 
]y  affect  or  interfere  with,  -  the  indepen- 
dence, sovereignty,  laws,  constitution,  or 
government  thereof,  or  the  rights,  liber-*' 
ties,  persons,  or  properties  of  the  peoplsr 
of  tlie  said  realm,  or  any  of  them/*  The 
power  therefore  abjured,  is  all  ecclesiastical 
power  which  can  directly  or  indirectly  in-» 
terfere  with  the  sovereignty,  constitution,  or 
government— with  public  or  with  private 
rights.  My  Lords,  these  scrupulous  Ca>- 
thohcs  think  that  this  description  compre** 
hends  the  Pope's  spiritual  authority;  for 
they  say,  that  they  must  admit  that  the 
Pope's  spiritual  authority  does,  indirectlyy 
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by  inSesexkce  and  implicatioii^  int^rlae  with 
civil  govermnent  and  with  civil  lij^ts.  My 
Lords,  is  it  not  manifest  that  the  Pope's 
supremacy,  indirectly  and  in  speculation^ 
interferes  with  the  sovereignty — ^with  the 
King's  supremacy  as  head  of  the  diurch  ? 
My  Lords,  with  the  constitution,  the  Pope's 
supremacy  indirectly  interferes,  in-  a  part 
which  I  believe  your  Lordships  hold  in 
some  regard.  My  Lords,  it  is  a  conse- 
ifoenoe  firom  the  doctrine  of  the  Pope's 
supremacy,  that  no  consecrations  and  ordi- 
nations are  valid  but  what  emanate  firom 
the  authority  of  the  See  of  Rome.  >  If  this 
be  the  case,  my  Lords,  the  bishops  of  the 
church  of  England  are  no  bishc^ :  If  we 
are  no  bishops,  we  have  no  right  to  sit  in 
Mkds  assembly  with  your  Lordships ;  I  have 
no  right  to  be  nowJiolding  this  argument 
before  your  Lordships.  My  Loids,  is  not 
jtUj^  an  interferenqp— indirectly,  I  grant-— 


51 

but  indirectly  is  it  not  an  interference  with 
the  constitution  ?  My  Lords,  if  we  are  no 
bishops,  it  is  a  &rther  consequence,  that  no 
man  is  made  a  priest  by  virtue  of  our  or- 
dinations :  No  priest  of  ours,  therefore,  has 
any  just  right  to  any  temporalities  that  he 
may  hold  of  such  a  nature  as  to  attach  ex- 
clusively to  the  priestly  character.  My 
Lords,  is  not  this  an  interfesence  widi  the 
rights  of  the  subject?  My  Lords,  these 
are  striking  instances  that  occur  ^  the  mo^: 
ment ;  many  other  instances  might  be 
founds  in  which  the  Pope's  spiritual  supre^ 
macy  unquestionably  interferes,  indirectly^ 
with  civil  authority  and  civil  rights : .  And 
the  most  that  can  be  expected  of  conscien- 
tious Roman  Catholics  is,  not  that  they 
should  rra^Mince  all  authority  carrying  thiH 
interference^  for  that  were  to  renounce  the 
Pope  as,  their  spiritual  head ;  but  that  they 
sbould  bind  themselves  to^  Govemm^Hity 


that  tibe J  will  never  act  upm  tfame  priii!- 
ciples  whkfa  io  theory  they  aumot  re- 
nounce, — that  whaterer  they  may  think^  aa 
a  matter  of  opinion,  aboot  Uie  Pcpe'a  aa- 
pr^nacy,  they  will  never  in  £act  make  an  aU 
tack,  or  commit  any  act  of  hostility,  against 
the  constitution  and  the  government  in  ei- 
ther branch ;  bat  on  the  contrary,  will  de- 
fimdit.  And  these  engagem^ita,  my  LfOids, 
those  Roman  Catholics  w1k>  scrapie  this 
oath  are  -ready  and  desirous  to  give  in  the 
aMMt  explicit  and  unequivocal  terms.  They 
say,  that  they  think  th^nselves  ^  bound 
by  an  oath  whidi  they  have  already  taken, 
and  that  they  are  ready  to  strengthen  the 
obligaticm  by  a  new  oath,  to  defend  to  the 
utmost  of  their  power  the  civil  and  eccle* 
mistical  establishment  of  4lie  oamitry,  even 
thou^  all  the  Catheiie  powers  in  Emopeiy 
witli  1^  Pope  himself  at  their  liead»  w^re 
tO|^y  war  agmnsi  the  King  for  the  ex^^ 


press  pnipiMe  <if  establishing  the  Roman 
Catholic  cdyigion/'  My  Liords,  there  are 
other  points  in  thisi^oath,  which  Roman 
Catholies,  I  think,  must  scruple :  I  believe 
the  gentlemm  of  the  Catholic  Committee, 
who  declare  themselves  ready  to  take  this 
oath,  inll  see  some  difficulty  in  particular 
parts  of  it,  when  they  cooiider  the  full  im- 
port of  otrtoin  terms*  But,  my  Lords,  I 
shall  gano  farther  at  present  in  this.  de» 
tail ;  I  will  only  say,  in  general,  that  them 
are  parts  of  .the  oath  >  which  I  myself  would 
re&setotake. 

^^  My  Lords,  I  must  observe,  that  the  gen- 
tlemen of  Ihe  Catholic  Committee,  and  the 
party  that  acts  with  them,  who  scruple  no 
part  of  this  oath,  declare  that  they,  equally 
with  the  scrupulous  party,  maintain  the 
P'ope's  spiritnal  supramaq^  ;r— they  are 
afaodked  that  the  denial  of  it  should  be 
imputed  to  themt     Your  Lordships  th§(e« 


M 

fore  perceive,  that  the  two  parties  are  per-* 
fectly  equal,  in  the  degree  of  affection,  or 
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disaffection,  take  it  which  way  you  will,  that 
they  bear  to  the  government  of  the  country : 
Therefore  I  cannot  see  upon  what  principle 
a  relief  which  is  granted  to  the  one  should 
be  denied  to  the  other. 

^^  It  may  be  said,  this  relief  is  a  matter 
not  of  right,  but  of  mere  grace  and  fa- 
vour ;    and   that  the  person  who  confers 
a  favour  may  at  his  own  will  and  pleasure 
prescribe  the  conditions  on  which  he  will 
bestow  it :     But,  my  Liords,  the  favours 
of  a  government    are   surely  to  l^e  dis- 
pensed by  some  rule  of  distribution  ;  and 
that  rule,  ought  to  be  an  equal  one ;   my 
Lords,  it  ought  not  to  be  a  rule  of  ar- 
bitrary election  and  reprobation,  making 
a  distinction  of  persons  where  there  is,  no 
difference  of  character  in  the  degree  of 
t^ivil  merit 
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^^  My  Lords,  I  have  heard  it  said,  not  in 
this  House^  but  out  of  doors  it  is  a  maxim 
in  common  circulation^  that  the  Legislature 
has  nothing  to  do  with  the  disputes  of  these 
people  among  themselves^ — ^that  it  may  be 
rather  an  object  of  good  policy  to  promote 
and  increase  their  divisions,  as  it  may  be  a 
means  of  weakening  the  strength  of  the 
party. 

"  My  Lords,  the  maxim  Divide  et  inh- 
pera^  if  it  be  ever  wise,  is  wise  only  in 
despotical  governments.  My  Lords,  if  it 
be  wise  in  such  governments,  it  is  because 
such  gpvernments  are  radically  luijust, — 
the  relation  of  the  governor  and  the  go- 
verned to  each  other  being  that  of  ene- 
mies ;  but,  in  governments  such  as  this 
under  which  we  have  the  happiness  to  live, 
it  is  a  wicked  maxim.  In  our  constitution, 
the  promoting  of  the  happiness  of  the  go-* 
vemed  is  not  only  the  duty  but  it  is  the 
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actaal  object  of  goveram^it^  and  the 
«im  of  all  its  operations  and  of  all  its  mea* 
sures.  In  such  a  government,  union  and 
harmony  2uxi<»g*  citizens  of  all  descriptions 
is  to  be  desired  ;  and  it  should  be  the  eti«- 
deavoar  of  the  govemmait  to  promote  it, 
as  the  means  of  binding  the  love  and  af- 
fections of  all  to  the  constitution. 

"  But,  my  Lords,  admitting  for  a  mo- 
ment that  we  have  nothing  to  do  with  the 
disputes  of  these  people  among  themselves, 
yet  your  Lordships  surely  have  to  do  with 
the  justice  and  equity  of  your  own  pro- 
ceedings. Now,  consider  my  Loilk,  up- 
on what  principle  were  the  penal  l*ws 
against  the  Roman  Catholics  first  intro- 
duced?— Certainly  upon  this  principle, 
that  the  Roman  Catholics  in  general  were 
disaffected  subjects.  Upon  what  principle 
would  the  Legislature  now  relieve  any  Ro- 
ipan  Catholics  from  those  laws  ?— Certainly, 
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my  Lends,  upon  this  principle,  that  the  Le^ 
gislatore  acquits  those  to  whom  it  extendi 
the  relief  of  the  crime  and  suspicion  of  dis- 
affection. Upon  what  principle  is  the  re- 
lief which  is  extended  to  some  withheld 
from  others  ?— Certainly  upon  no  just  prin- 
ciple but  this,  that  those  others  still  lie,  in 
the  eye  of  the  Legislature,  under  a  suspi- 
cion of  disaffection.  '  Thus,  my  Lords,  by 
passing  a  law  which  will  give  only  a  partial 
relief,  you  will  impress  a  stigma  of  disaffec- 
tion upon  the  party  not  relieved  j  which, 
in  my  judgment,  if  there  be  no  ground  for 
suspecting  them,  would  be  the  height  of 
cruelty  and  injustice. 

**  But,  my  Lords,  give  me  leave  to  say, 
that  though  your  Lordships  would  indeed 
have  nothing  to  do  with  any  disputes 
among  the  Roman  Catholics  upon  contro- 
verted points  of  their  own  divinity,  the 
matter  and  the  state  of  the  present  dispute 
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the  leaders  of  a  party  cannot  always  eoin- 
mand  the  paasions^of  their  followers ;  and 
your  Lordships  will  have  no  seciurity  that 
this  may  not  be  done,  but  the  liberality 
and  honour  of  the  individuals :  And  is  it 
wise  or  just,  my  Lords,  to  put  any  inno- 
cent man  in  the  power  of  his  enemy,  rely- 
ing only  on  the  good  disposition  of  that 
^lemy  to  restrain  him  from  the  abuse  of 
that  power  which  you  put  into  his  hands  ? 
My  Lords,  if  the  party  relieved  by  this 
bill  should  take  the  advantage  which  the 
kw  will  give  them  against  the  other  party, 
a  horrible  persecution  will  arise.  My  Lords, 
I  shudder  at  the  scene  of  terror  and  confu- 
sion which  my  imagination  isets  before  me, 
when,  under  the  operation  of  this  partial 
law,  should  it  unfcMrtunately  receive  your 
Lordships^  sanction,  miscreants  of  base  in- 
formers may  be  enriched  with  the  fortunes, 
oiir  gaols  may  be  crowded  with  the  persons. 
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and  our  stceets  maj  stream  with  the  bloody 
of  conscientious  men  and  of  good  subjectai 
And  of  all  this  cruelty,  my  Lords^  if  it 
should  take  place,  the  laws  of  the  country 
will  get  the  credit* 

^^  My  Lords,  I  am  aware  that  it  may  seem 
to  your  jLordshipa*that  there  is  an  easy  an- 
swer to  all  this, — Send  the  bill  to  a  com'*- 
mittee,  and  amend  the  oath.  .  My  Larda, 
there  is  the  difficulty ;  I  fear  that  we  are. 
not  competent  to  make  such  amendments. 
m  the  oath  as  may  obviate  the  misdueC 
My  Loirds,  look  at  the  state  of  the  contro^y 
versy  among  the  Roman  Catholics  Thcee 
of  the  four  Roman  Catholic  bishops  who 
call  themselves  the  apostolical  vicars  for  the 
four  districts  of  this  country — ;tliree  put  of 
these  four  have  promulgated  an  encyclical 
letter,  in  vAnch  they  reprobate  the  oath  at 
it  stands  in  the  present  bill ;  and  they  go 
fittdier. — ^thev  advance  this  principle*  that  ii 
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flhould  not  approve  it^  the  more  scrupu- 
lous Roman  Catholics  will  not  take  it 

^  My  Lords^  the  remedy  fi>r  this  seems 
to  me  ta  be  unique :  The  remedy  would 
be,  to  find  an  oath  which  may  hr  sufficient 
for  the  security  of  Government,  and  which 
the  majority  of  the  Roman  Catholics  have 
already  taken,  and  the  apostolical  vicars, 
having  themselves  taken  it,  must  approve* 
Such,  my  Lords,  is  the  oath  which  was  re^ 
quired  of  the  Roman  Catholics  by  the  law 
of  1778;  and  I  am  very  sorry  that  that  oath 
was  not  adopted  in  this  bill :  But,  from 
what  I  have  heard,  I  have  much  doubt 
whether,  if  we  go  into  committee,  we  shall 
be  unanimous  upon  a  motion  for  substitut- 
ing that  oath  instead  of  the  oath  that  now 
stands  in  the  bill ;  and  for  this  reason,  my 
Lords,  I  fear  the  bill  is  incurable** 


*  In  this  apprehension  the  Bishop  bad  the  pleasure  to 
find  himself  mistaken.    In  the  committee  of  the  whole 
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"  My  Lords,  I  have  detained  you  much 
longer  than  I  thought  to  have  done.  It 
only  remains  that  I  thank  your  Lordships 
for  the  patient  attention  with  which  I  have 
been  honoured ;  and  that  I  make  it  my  re- 
quest, that  any  expressions  that  may  have 
escaped  me,  in  the  course  of  a  speech  in 
point  of  language  in  many  parts  quite  un- 
premeditated^ may  be  candidly  interpreted. 
My  Lords,  what  most  of  all  I  deprecate,  is 
that  I  may  not  be  suspected  of  insincerity 
in  my  professions  of  an  abhorrence  of  the 
penal  laws, — that  my  objecting  to  the  com- 
mitment of  this  bill  may  not  be  deemed  a 
stratagem  of  mine  to  get  rid  of  the  busi- 


House  upon^the  bOL  (4th  June),  the  oath,  as  it  stood^  was 
fipon  the  Bishop's  own  motion  expunged,  and  the  oath  taken 
by  the  Roman  Catholics  in  Ireland  in  the  year  1774,  with 
some  very  slight  alterations,  substituted.  Hie  Irish  oath  is 
in  effisdt  the  same  with  the  oath  of  1778;  and  of  the  two,  i& 
dnnm  with  the  greater  accuracy. 

£ 
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IS  REPLY  TO  THE  LOBD  CHiLNCEIXpR,  UPON 
THE  SECOND  READING  OF  THE  BttL  FOR 
THE  RELIEF  OF  THE  SCOTTISH  EPISCOPA- 
LIANS;. ' 
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May  2,  1792. 
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.  -  .    :(>rit  *i  .  •■.•  . '    '•' »    '•  '' 

£arly  iof  ike  sessibn  i>£  1792^  a  biU  was 
brought  into  Parliament^  to  remove  cei^ 
tain  disabiUties,  forfeitures,  and  penalties^ 
under  which  persons  frequenting  or  offi-« 
dating  in  certain  Episcopal  chapels  and 
meeting-houses  in  Scotland  then  laboured. 
The  bill  was  read  a  second  time,  in  the 
House  of  Lords,  on  the  2d  of  May  ;  when 
the  Lord  Chancellor  (Thurlow)  stated  se- 
veral objections  against  it  To  these  ob- 
jections the  Bishop  of  St  David's  replied. 
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**  MY  LORDS) 

"  li  am  happy  to  perceive,  that 
Id  the  sentiments  which  I  have  to  deliver 
to  your  Lordships  upon  the  present  subject 
of  discussion,  I  shall  not  have  the  misfor- 
tune to  differ  very  widely,  in  any  thing  that 
essentially  regards  the  principle  of  the  IhII, 
from  the  noble  and  learned  lord  upon  the 
woolsack.  My  Lords,  a  wide  difference 
from  him  I  shoidd  call  a  misfortune ;  be- 
cause it  would  necessarily  produce  in  me  a 
degree  of  mistrust  of  my  own  judgment, 
which  would  considerably  abate  the  satis- 
faction which  otherwise  I  might  feel  in  fol- 
lowing what  still  might  be  the  firm  and  frdl 
conviction  of  my  own  mind.  Nevertheless, 
my  Lords,  in  any  question  like  this,  in 
which  the  interest  of  religion,  the  public 
weal,  aird  the  credit  of  the  Legislature; 
might  be  concerned — a  question  of  justice 
and  mercy  towards  a  suffering  part  of  the 
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femily  of  Christ, — it  would  ill  become  me 
to  be  influenced,  in  the  vote  that  I  should 
give,  upon  any  authority  but  that  of  my 
own  conviction  ;  and  it  might  not  leas  mis<« 
become  me  to  oppose  a  high  authority  by 
a  silent  vote,  without  stating  to  your  Lord- 
ships the  grounds  on  which  my  contrary 
conviction  stood.  My  Lords,  the  princi** 
pie  of  this  bill  has  been  so  clearly  stated 
by  the  noble  earl  *  who  moved  th«  second 
reading,  and  so  well  illustrated  by  the 
noble  viscount  f  who  spoke  last,  that  it  ia 
unnecessary  to  dwell  upon  it  The  object 
of  the  bill  is  to  reUeve  certain  dissentera 
from  the  established  church  of  Scotland^ 
well-affected  to  his  present  Majesty  and 
the  Protestant  succession^  from  the  penal* 
ties  of  disaffection  imposed  by  former  laws. 
My  Lords,  the  hardship  under  whidi  ,they 


j; 


*  Lord  Elgin.  f  Lord  Stobmovt. 
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labour  consists  not  in  the  severity  of  these 
penalties.  Disaffection,  in  former  times, 
was  generally  among  persons  of  their  re- 
ligious persuasion,  though  not  necessarily 
connected  with  their  religion  ;  and  of  the 
measures  of  severity  that  might  be  neces- 
sary for  those  times,  the  Legislatures  of 
those  times  nt^ere  the  judges.  But,  my  Lords, 
the  hardship  is,  that  the  present  genera- 
tion, being  converted  from  the  disaffection 
of  their  ancestors,  and  retaining  only  their 
religious  principles,  ca&not,  by  any  thing 
they  can  do,  by  any  security  that  they  can 
give  for  their  good  conduct  and  submis- 
sion to  Government,  secure  themselves 
against  the  penalties  of  disaffection.  As 
cordially  attached  as  any  of  us  to  the  exist- 
ing government,-^praying  in  their  religi- 
ous assemblies  for  his  Majesty  King  George 
and  the  Royal  Family  by  name,  in  the  terms 
in  which  we  of  the  church  of  England  in 


.* 
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our  own  liturgy  pray  for  them,  and  takidg 
the  oaths  that  we  all  take, — still  they  are 
liable,  clergy  and  laity,  to  all  the  penalties 
of  the  19th  George  IL 

"  My  Lords,  the  good  policy  of  this  bill 
of  relief  is  not  at  all  connected  with  any 
question  about  the  antiquity  of  the  practice 
of  praying  for  sovereigns.  From  what  fell 
from  the  noble  and  learned  lord,  I  think 
there  must  be  some  mistake  upon  that  point; 
his  lordship  must  have  received  some  mis- 
information. My  Lords,  I  cannot  believe 
that  these  Episcopalians  ever  alleged  the 
example  of  the  ages  before  Constantine  in 
lustification  of  their  omission  in  former 
times  of  praying  for  the  King  by  name. 
Prayers  for  sovereigns  is  one  of  the  very 
oldest  parts  of  Christian  worship.  These 
Episcopalians  must  very  well  know,  that 
the  precept  of  praying  for  kings  and  all 
that  are  in  authority  is  three  hundred  years 
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older  than  Constantine;  and  that  it  wak 
the  constant  practice  of  the  earliest  Chris* 
tians  to  pray  even  for  the  princes  that  per* 
secuted  them.  My  Lords,  their  omission 
of  praying  for  the  King  by  name  was  ow- 
ing to  their  notions  about  indefeasible 
hereditary  right,  which  would  not  suffer 
them  to  renounce  the  family  to  which 
their  allegiance  had  once  been  sworn,  nor 
to  adopt  the  principles  of  the  Revolu- 
tion. The  omission  was  not  defended  by 
any  pretended  example  of  antiquity :  It 
stood  upon  no  better  ground  than  that  of 
gross  and  avowed  disaffection.  But^  my 
Lords,  the  example  of  the  ages  before  Con- 
stantine must  have  been  alleged  to  a  veory 
different  purpose  :  It  has  been  alleged  by 
these  Episcopalians  to  justify  their  claims 
to  an  episcopacy,  and  to  explaijqu  what  sort 
of  episcopacy  that  is  which  they  claim. 
My  Lords,  it  is  not  my  wish  to  lead  the 
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House  into  the  perplexities  of  that  theolo^ 
gical  discussion  :  I  shall  comprise  what  I 
find  necessary  to  say  upon  it  in  very  few 
words. 

^^  My  Lorda,  these  Episcopalians  make  a 
distinction,  and  it  is  a  just  distinction,  be^ 
tween  a  purely  spiritual  and  a  politicid  epis« 
copacy.  A  political  episcopacy  belongs 
to  an  established  church,  and  has  no  ex- 
istence out  of  an  establishment.  This  sort 
of  episcopacy  was  necessarily  unknown  ib 

the  world  before  the  time  of  Constantine. 

•  » 

But  in  all  the  preceding  ages,  there  was 
a  pure  spiritual  episcopacy,-— an  order  of 
men  set  apart  to  inspect  and  manage  the 
spiritual  affairs  of  the  church,  as  a  society 
in '  itself,  totally  unconnected  with  civil 
government.  Now,  my  Lords,  these  Scot- 
tish E4>isc€^palians  think,  that  when  their 
church  was  cast  off  by  the  state  at  tlie 
Resolution,  their  church,  in  tTiis  discarded 
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divided  state,  reverted  to  that  which  had 
been  the  condition  .of  every  church  in 
Christendom  before  the  establishment  of 
Christianity  in  the  Roman  empire  by 
Constantino  the  Great, — ^that,  losing  all 
their  political  capacity,  they  retained  how- 
ever  the  authority  of  the  pure  spiritual 
episcopacy  within  the  church  itself;  aiid 
that  is  the  sort  of  episcopacy  to  which 
they  now  pretend.  I,  my  Liords,  as  a 
churchman,  have  some  respect  for  that 
pretension  ;  but  I  have  no  wish  to  lead  the 
House  into  a  discussion  about  it*  The 
merits  of  the  bill  rest  not  on  the  validity 
of  that  episcopacy  in  any  sense.  In  what' 
sense  the  bishops  of  this  church  of  Scottish 
jE4>iscopalians  may  be  bbhops, — ^whether 
they  are  bishops  in  any  sense, — ^is  not  the 
question :  What  tlie  validity  of  their  ordi* 
nations  may  be,  is  not  the  question :  •  The 
single  question  is-~-Are  theae  Scottish  J&jpi^ 
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eopalians  good  subjects  ?  and  do  they  hold 
religious  principles,  in  the  emphatic  Ian-- 
guage  of  the  noble  and  learned  lord  mi  the 
woolsack,  ^^  fit  to  be  tolerated?" — that  is 
to  say,  are  they  good  subjects?  and  do 
they  agree  with  us  in  the  fundamentals 
of  Christianity? — for  these  are  the  reli- 
gious principles  ^^  fit  to  be  tolerated."  If 
they  can  satisfy  us  upon  these  pomts,  the 
L^islature  is  not  at  all  concerned  in  the 
question  of  the  spiritual  validity  of  their 
orders.  My  Lords,  consider  only  how 
we  deal  with  Protestant  dissenters  here  in 
England ;  for  all  that  I  would  wish  for 
'bur  Scottish  brethren  is,  that  they,  as  dis- 
senters from  the  established  church  of  Scot- 
land, should  be  put  upon  the  same  footing 
with  the  Protestant  dissenters  firom  the 
church  of  England.  My  Lords,  by  the  to-, 
leration-act  of  the  1st  of  William  and  Mary, 
a  pastor  of  a  congregation  of  Protestant  dis^ 
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senters  must  enter  the  place  and  situation 
of  his  meeting-house ;  he  must  give  in  his 
own  name'  and  place  of  abode ;  he  must 
take  the  oaths  to  Government ;  and  he 
must  show  that  he  agrees  with  us  in  the 
fundamentals  of  the  Christian  religion  ; 
and  by  the  terms  of  that  statute,  which  is 
the  narrowest  of  all  the  present  schemes  of 
toleration,  he  must  also  testify  his  agree- 
ment with  us  in  the  general  principles  of 
Protestantism.  This  he  does  by  subscri- 
bing a  great  many  of  the  Thirty-nine  Ar- 
ticles. My  Lords,  when  the  dissenting 
minister  has  complied  with  these  condi- 
tions, he  is  never  asked, — ^no  one  has  autho- 
rity to  ask  him, — Sir,  how  comes  it  that  you 
call  yourself  a  clergyman?  what  are  your 
erders  ?  by  whom  were  you  ordiained  ?  by 
what  ritual  ?  He  has  given  the  security 
which  all  good  subjects  give  for  his  loyal- 
ty to  Government,— he  professes  religious 
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leration  to  the  43ucces8ion.  My  Lords,  I 
must  take  the  liberty  to  differ  from  the 
noble  and  learned  lord  upon  the  con-« 
stniction  of  this  statute  of  Queen  Anne. 
I  think  it  was  the  intention  of  the  statute 
to  extend  its  toleration  beyond  the  ejected 
bishops  themselves  to  the  whole  succes- 
sion ;  for  I  find,  my  Lords,  that  of  the 
thirteen  bishops  of  Scotland  ejected  at  the 
Revolution  (the  dioceses  were  in  all  four^ 
teen,  but  it  happened  that  one  see  was  va^ 
cant]Mrhen  the  Revolution  took  place;  thir- 
teen bishops  therefore  were  ejected ;  now 
of  these  thirteen),  seven  certainly,  probably 
eight,  were  dead  before  the  10th  of  Queen 
Anne;  and  a  ninth  was  out  of  the  kingdom, 
£of  he  fled  with  the  abdicated  King.  At 
the  time  therefore  when  this  act  was  jpass- 
ed,  no  more  tlian  four  of  the  ejected  bishops 
were  alive,  and  within  the  kingdom;  and 
four  new  consecrations  had  taken   place^ 
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two  in  the  4tli  of  Queen  Anne,  and  two 
more  in  the  8th.  At  the  time  therefore 
when  this  act  was  passed,  the  Scottish  Epis- 
copacy consisted  of  an  equal  number  of  the 
original  bishops  and  the  succession, — four 
of  each  ;  and  if  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
act,  as  the  noble  and  learned  lord  has  ar- 
gued, to  confine  the  toleration  to  the  ejec- 
ted bishops,  and  exclude  the  succession,  I 
can  only  say,  my  Lords,  that  the  iramers 
of  that  statute  did  their  business  not  quite 
so  well  as  business  of  that  sort  Was  used  to 
be  done  in  those  tivies. 

"  My  Lords,  with  respect  to  the  interests 
of  Episcopacy  in  Scotland,  my  opinion  is 
unfortunately  the  very  reverse  of  that  of 
the  noble  and  learned  lord.  The  credit 
of  Episcopacy  will  never  be  advanced  by 
the  scheme  of  supplying  the  Episcopalian 
congregations  in  Scotland  with  pastors  of 
our  ordination ; — and  for  this  reason,  my 
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Lords,  that  it  would  be  an  imperfect  crip- 
pled episcopacy  that  would  be  thus  upheld 
in  Scotland.  When  a  clergyman  ordained 
by  one  of  us  settles  as  a  pastor  of  a  con- 
gregation in  Scotland,  he  is  out  of  the  reach 
of  our  authority.  We  have  no  authority 
there  j  we  can  have  no  authority  there ;  the 
Legislature  can  give  us  no  authority  there. 
The  attempt  to  introduce  any  thing  of  an 
authorized  political  episcopacy  in  Scot-- 
land  would  be  a.  direct  infringement  of  the 
Union.  My  Lords,  as  to  the  notion  that 
clergymen  should  be  originally  ordained 
by  us  to  the  ministry  in  Scotland,  I  agree 
with  the  noble  viscount,  that  the  thing 
would  be  contrary  to  all  rule  and  order. 
No  bishop  who  knows  what  he  does  or- 
dains without  a  title ;  and  a  title  must  be 
a  nomination  to  something  certain  in  the 
diocese  of  the  bishop  that  ordains.  My 
Lords,  an  appointment  to  an  Episcopal 
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congregation  in  Scotland,  is  no  more  a  title 
to  me,  to  any  bishop  of  the  English  bench, 
or  any  bishop  of  the  Irish  bench,  than  an 
appointment  to  a  church  in  Mesopotamia. 
"  My  Lords,  with  respect  to  marriages,  I 
agree  with  the  noble  and  learned  lord  on 
the  woolsack,  that  if  this  bill  should  pass, 
the  Episcopalians  will  be  authorized  to 
marry  in  their  meeting-chouses,  by  the 
10th  of  Queen  Anne.  But,  my  Lords,  I 
see  no  inconvenience  that  can  arise  from 
this.  It  will  open  no  door  to  clandestine 
marriages  j  for  thougli  they  will  be  autho- 
rized to  marry,  they  will  not  be  authorized 
to  marry  otherwise  than  in  conformity  to 
the  regulations  of  the  10th  of  Queen  Anne, 
— that  is  to  say,  they  can  marry  those  only 
whose  bans  have  been  regularly  publish- 
ed, not  only  in  the  meeting-houses  where 
the  marriage  is  to  be  solemnized,  but  in 
the  kirks  of  the  parishes  where  the  parties 
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are  resident.  But,  my  Lords,  I  go  farther  ; 
I  say  that  this  bill  will  give  them  no  autho* 
rity  with  respect  to  marriages,  but  what 
they  do  already  enjoy  and  exercise.  My 
Lords,  the  fact  is,  that  these  Episcopalians 
do  now  solemnize  marriages  every  day; 
they  solemnize  marriages  legally;  they  so- 
lemnize marriages  under  the  express  co- 
vert and  sanction  of  the  persecuting  sta- 
tutes ;  and  these  marriages  so  solemnized 
by  them, — my  Lords,  in  what  I  am  going 
to  assert,  I  stand  in  the  judgment  of  noble 
lords  to  whom  the  laws  of  Scotland  are 
more  accurately  known  than  they  may  be 
supposed  to  be  to  me, — ^but,  my  Lords,  T  say 
these  marriages  solemnized  by  these  Epis- 
copalians are  good  and  valid  by  the  laws  of 
Scotland.  (Here  the  Scots  lords  all  gave 
a  nod  of  assent.)  And,  my  Lords,  the 
ground  of  my  assertion  is  this :  Our  mar- 
riage-act extends  not  to  Scotland ;  there-^ 


85 

fore,  by  the  law  and  usage  of  Scotland,  it 
is  not  necessary  that  any  should  be  present 
at  a  wedding  except  the  parties  themselves 
-—that's  two,  the  man  who  is  to  act  as  fa- 
ther and  give  the  bride  away — ^that's  three, 
and  the  clergyman  or  pretended  clergyman 
who  is  to  perform  the  ceremony — that's 
four.      Now,   my  Lords,  by  the   express 
permission  of  the  19th  of  the  late  King, 
which  I  call  the  persecuting  statute,  four 
persons  may  assemble  for  the  celebration 
of  any  religious  rite;  for  the  meeting  is 
not  illegal,  unless^t;e  be  present,  over  and 
above  the  members  of  the  family,  if  the 
place  of  assembly  be  a  house  inhabited  by 
a  family,  or  Jive^  if  the  place  of  assembly 
be  a  house  not  inhabited  by  a  family. 

"  My  Lords,  these  are  my  notions  upon 
the  points  that  have  been  agitated.  I 
^halL  not  go  into  points  that  have  not 
been  brought  forward  in  objection ;  though 
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I  am  prepared  to  meet  any  odier  objeo 
tions  that  might  be  moved  :  But  I  am 
sensible  that  I  have  already  taken  up  too 
much  of  your  Lordships'  time  ;  and  I  fear 
rather  irregularly,  when  in  fact  no  ex- 
press question  is  before  the  House.  I  am 
aware  that  the  bill  must  receive  amend- 
ments in  the  committee,  and  perhaps  ad- 
ditions ;  but  the  principle  of  the  bill  has 
my  entire  approbation/' 


The  question  was  then  put,  and  carried 
without  a  division,  that  the  bill  should  be 
read  a  second  time,  and  go  into  a  commit- 
tee of  the  whole  House  on  Wednesday 
next 


UPON  THE  WELDON  ENCLOSURE  BILL, 

IN  COMMITTEE ; 

May  22,  1792. 


jThe  Duke  of  Norfolk  opened  the  de- 
bate, opposing  the  clauses  of  the  bill  which 
enacted  a  commutation  for  the  tithes,  on 
the  ground  of  the  want  of  the  rector's  con- 
sent, which  he  considered  as  a  sine  qua  non 
in  all  bills  of  this  kind;  but  without  enter- 
ing into  the  merits  of  this  particular  case 
in  any  other  part. 

The  Bishop  of  St  David's  rose  when 
the  Duke  of  Norfolk  sat  down.  He  de- 
clared his  concurrence  with  the  Duke  of 
Norfolk  in  the   sentiments   expressed  by 
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his  Grace,  of  the  necessity  of  a  clergyman's 
explicit  consent  to  the  commutation  of  his 
tithes,  before  a  bill  could  be  passed  enact- 
ing any  such  commutation.  He  affirmed, 
that,  in  the  instance  of  the  present  bill, 
that  principle  clearly  applied  as  an  insur- 
mountable  objection,  the  rector's  consent 
having  never  been  given.  He  declared, 
that,  should  the  bill  in  its  present  shape  be 
passed  by  the  Committee,  he  would,  upon 
the  ground  he  had  mentioned,  most  strenu-* 
0usly  concur  with  the  noble  duke  in  an  op- 
position to  the  bill,  upon  the  report  or  up* 
on  the  third  reading.  For  that  reason,  he 
said  that  he  should  neither  enter  into  ar- 
gument upon  the  general  principle,  nor 
into  a  discussion  of  the  pretedded  proof, 
produced  by  the  counsel  against  the  peti- 
tion, of  what  they  called  the  rector's  tin- 
plied  consent ;  that  he  should  reserve  him- 
self upon  both  those  points  for  the  open 
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debate  in  the  House,  of  which  he  was  fear- 
ful a  necessity  would  arise ;  and  there  he 
pledged  himself  to  show,  that,  in  all  the 
evidence  produced  before  the  Committee, 
not  a  shadow  of  a  proof  was  to  be  found, 
of  an  explicit,  direct,  unconditional  con- 
sent ;  that,  on  the  contrary,  that  very  evi- 
dence afforded  the  strongest  proof  of  a 
steady  firm  refusal  of  any  such  consent, 
from  the  first  meeting  of  proprietors  in 
July  1791  to  the  present  moment.  The 
Bishop  then  went  on  nearly  in  the  follow- 
ing words. 

"  Noble  lords  who  differ  from  the  noble 
duke  and  me  with  respect  to  the  general 
principle,  that  a  clergyman  shall  in  no  case 
be  compelled  to  accept  an  allotment  of 
land  in  lieu  of  tithes  without  his  own  free 
consent,  will,  I  am  confident,  agree  with 
me  in  this, — that  where  the  consent  of  the 
clergyman  has  not  been  given.  Parliament 
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ought  not  to  give  its  sanction  to  the  pro- 
posed commutation  without  the  most  satis- 
factory proof  of  the  adequacy  of  the  allot- 
ment. Now,  my  Lords,  in  this  instance  I 
must  contend  that  we  have  no  such  proof : 
On  the  contrary,  I  am  persuaded  that  the 
value  of  the  land  alloted  is  far  inferior  to 
the  value  of  the  tithes  in  kind.  I  am  sen- 
sible that  all  that  lias  been  given  in  evi- 
dence as  s^  groimd  of  comparison,  seems, 
in  the  first  general  view  of  it,  very  little ; 
being  little  more  than  an  account  of  the 
produce  of  the  rectorial  tithes  in  a  single 
year,  the  year  1790,  deposed  to  by  the 
rector's  daughter* 

"  To  this  two  objections  are  taken  :  The 
first,  a  very  material  one,  if  it  can  be  sup- 
ported,— that  it  is  untrue ;  that  the  total 
of  that  account  greatly  exceeds  the  actual 
produce  of  the  tithes,  even  in  that  year ; 
The  second, — ^that,  admitting  the  account 
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to  be  true — admitting  that  it  states  no  more 
than  the  real  produce  of  the  rectorial  tithes 
of  that  year,  yet  the  produce  of  a  single 
year  cannot  be  taken  to  be  the  average  va- 
lue of  the  living ;  and  it  is  assumed  that 
the  average  value,  deduced  from  the  pro- 
duce of  many  successive  years,  is  the  thing 
to  be  compared  with  the  value  of  the  allot- 
ment, in  order  to  form  a  judgment  of  its 
adequacy  or  inadequacy. 

"  My  Lords,  I  shall  trouble  your  Lord- 
ships with  my  sentiments  upon  both  these 
objections.  I  shall  contend,  my  Lords, 
that  the  account  given  in  upon  the  oath  of 
the  rector's  daughter  is  a  true  one, — that  it 
is-  a  true  statement  of  the  produce  of  the 
rectorial  tithes  of  Weldon  in  the  year  1790. 
Many  objections  have  been  made  to  dif- 
ferent items  of  the  account.  I  trust  that 
I  shall  be  able  to  set  it  upon  its  legs ;  and, 
when  I  have  done  this,  I  shall  trouble  your 


92 

Lordships  with  mj  judgment  upon  the 
famous  doctrine  of  ayerage  of  which  jour 
Lordships  have  heard  so  much  firom  the 
learned  counsel  against  the  petition.  It  is 
indeed  mj  opinion,  that  the  produce  of  this 
single  year  difiers  little,  if  at  all,  from  the 
average  value.  But  whether  this  be  so  or 
no,  I  shall  venture  to  maintain  a  principle 
which  I  know  wiU  at  first  seem  paradoxi- 
cal,— ^that  in  making  a  comparison  b^ween 
the  value  of  the  tithes  in  kind  and  the  in- 
tended allotment,  your  Lordships  ought  to 
take  the  ^^alue  of  the  tithes  upon  the  pro* 
duce  of  the  year  1790,  rather  than  upcm 
the  average  of  that  and  several  preceding 
vears :  I  shall  maintain,  that  the  doctrine 
of  average  does  not  apply  to  the  question 
of  adequacy  in  this  instance. 

^  My  Lords,  upon  the  first  point — the 
truth  of  i^iiss  Raye^s  account  of  the  pro- 
duce of  1790,  I  shall  trouble  vour  Lord* 
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ships  in  very  minute  detail  :  Upon  the 
question  of  average  I  shall  be  very  short 
indeed ;  for  if  the  principles  which  I  shall 
advance  speak  not  for  themselves  when 
they  are  clearly  propounded,  I  shall  not 
think  it  worth  while  to  spend  words  in  sup- 
port of  them. 

**  My  Lords,  the  truth  of  the  account 
given  in  by  Miss  Raye  rests  chiefly  on  her 
own  evidence.  Witnesses  have  been  pro- 
duced to  contradict  her  evidence  in  many 
particulars.  My  Lords,  I  pledge  myself 
to  vindicate  the  truth  of  her  evidence  in 
every  article  in  which  it  has  been  impeach- 
ed. ,  My  Lords,  this  is  a  point  upon  which 
I  think  myself  competent  to  speak  with 
some  degree  of  confidence :  I  have  attend- 
ed the  Committee,  from  the  first  opening 
of  it  to  the  present  moment,  with  the  as- 
siduity of  a  committee-clerk  ;  I  have  heard, 
not  only  heard,  but  I  have  minuted  the 
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whole  evidence ;    I  have  not  only  minuted 
the  evidence,   but  I  have  studied  it; — I 
speak  from  a  distinct  connected  view  of 
tlie   whole,  and  from   an  accurate  know- 
ledge and  recollection  of  every  particle  of 
the  evidence ;  and,  my  Lords,  I  undertake 
to  defend,  not  only  the  veracity  of  the  rec- 
tor's  daughter,    most   unwarrantably   im- 
peached by  the   learned  and  hon6urable 
counsel  who  summed  up,  but  I  defend  the 
matter  of  her  evidence.     My  Lords,  I  dis- 
tinguish, and  I  am  sure  your  Lordships 
will  admit  the  distinction,  between  the  ve- 
racity of  a  witness  and  the  truth  of  parti- 
cular facts  averred :    A  particular  feet  may 
be  false,  without  any  want  of  veracity  in 
the  witness.     But,  my  Lords,  I  assert  not 
only  the  veracity  of  the  witness,  but  the 
truth  of  the  facts  to  which  she  deposed ; 
and   I  undertake  to  show,   that  in  every 
particular  in  which  the  witnesses  called  on 
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the  other  side  have  been  said  to  contradict 
her,  there  has  either  been  in  reality  no  con- 
tradiction, or  the  great  preponderance  of 
credibility  is  on  her  side.  I  shall  speak  to 
the  several  particulars  of  her  evidence  that 
have  been  called  in  question,  in  the  order 
in  which  they  occur  in  this  paper  (tlie 
printed  account  which  the  Bishop  held  in 
his  hand). 

^  My  Lords,  the  first  exception  that  was 
taken  to  Miss  Raye's  evidence,  was  upon 
the  article  of  the  tithe-wheat  She  de- 
poses, tliat  the  rector's  tithe-wheat,  in  the 
year  1790,  amounted  to  sixty-nine  quar- 
ters; and,  at  fifty  shillings  per  quarter,  was 
worth  172/.  She  told  your  Lordships  that 
it  was  not  all  sold ;  she  said  ten  quarters 
were  consumed  in  the  family,  and  five 
more  were  used  upon  the  land  for  seed: 
The  rest  was  sold  at  fifty  shillings  per  quar- 
ter upon  the  average ;  and  the  wheat  being 
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all  nearly  of  equal  quality,  she  reckoned 
the  whole  at  fifty  shillings  per  quarter ;  and 
it  was  by  this  reckoning  that  she  made  the 
value  of  the  sixty-nine  quarters  in  money 
172/.  Atl  this  she  stated  with  great  dis* 
tinctness,  perfect  recollection,  and  with 
great  appearance  of  openness  and  candour. 
Your  Lordships  see,  that  by  this  account, 
fifteen  quarters  of  the  sixty-nine  having 
been  applied  to  the  rector's  own  use,  either 
in  his  family  or  for  seed,  fifty-four  quarters 
must  have  been  sold  ;  and  Miss  Raye  de* 
posed,  that  all  that  was  sold  was  purchased 
by  two  persons,  Johnson  and  Sharman. 
Johnson  was  called,  and  a  servant  of  Shar- 
man's,  who  was  said  to  be  the  keeper  of 
his  accounts.  Sliarman  himself,  I  know 
not  why,  appeared  not :  But  these  two 
men,  Johnson  and  Sharman's  servant,  were 
produced  by  the  counsel  against  the  peti- 
tion, to  prove  that .  the  quantity  of  wheat 
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bought  by  those  two  persons,  who  bought 
all  that  was  sold,  was  less  than  Miss  Raye*8 
account  made  it  Now,  my  Lords,  let  us 
see  how  much  less  these  witnesses  made  it, 
Johnson  deposed,  that  he  bought  of  Mr 
Raye,  of  wheat  of  the  year  1790,  either  one 
quarter  and  a  half,  or  two  quarters;  he 
could  not  positively  say  which  was  the  true 
quantity,  but  he  was  sure  what  he  bought 
did  not  exceed  two  quarters*  Sharman*s 
servant  deposed,  that  his  master  bought 
forty-nine  quarters  and  three  bushels.  Now, 
my  Lords,  to  the  forty-nine  quarters  and 
three  bushels  bought  by  Sharman,  add  the 
two  quarters  bought  by  Johnson  (for  since 
Johnson  was  called  to  confront  Miss  Raye, 
I,  in  defending  her  testimony,  have  a  right 
to  take  the  largest  quantity  that  his  testi-^ 
mony  admits),  the  sum  of  what  was  bought 
by  Johnson  and  Sharman  was  fifty-one  quar- 
ters three  bushels.     Of  the  fifty-four  quar- 
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ters  therefore  which  Miss  Raye  by  her  own 
account  must  have  sold,  it  is  proved  that 
fifty'fione  quarters  three  bushels  were  bought 
by  those  very  persons  to  whom  she  says 
she  sold  all  that  was  sold.  This  is  proved 
by  the  evidence  of  those  very  witnesses 
who  were  called  to  contradict  her  in  this> 
part  of  her  story.  There  remains  otily  a 
difference  of  two  quarters  and  five  bushels ; 
much  too  inconsiderable,  in  my  judgment, 
to  bring  suspicion  upon  her  evidence.  But 
let  me  call  an  important  circumstance  to 
the  recollection  of  your  Lordships, — ^that 
Sharman's  servant  spoke  not  from  any  dis- 
tinct memory  that  he  now  professes  -ro  re- 
tain of  the  quantity  of  wheat  actually  bought 
of  Mr  Raye  by  his  master  in  the  year  1790 ; 

« 

he  spoke  from  something  that  he  called  a 
book  of  accounts  :  But  such  a  book  of  ac- 
counts, I  believe,  was  never  before  pro- 
duced  in  evidence  !— -an  old,  ragged,  dirty,- 
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mutilated  thing, — Cleaves  evidently  torn  out, 
and  what  remained  hanging  in  tatters,  that 
the  wind  was  afraid  to  blow  upon  it !  My 
Lords,  though  in  the  existing  remains  of 
this  book  we  find  only  forty-nine  quarters 
three  bushels  of  wheat  bought  of  Mr  Raye 
by  Sharman,  is  it  not  probable  thbt  the 
parts  now  lost,  had  the  book  been  entire, 
would  have  given  an  account  of  so  much 
more  as  would  have  made  up  the  deficien- 
cy ?  My  Lords,  I  cannot  allow  that  such 
evidence  as  this  affords  any  ground  to  tax 
the  deposition  of  the  rector*s  daughter. 

"  But,  my  Lords,  it  was  argued  by  the 
learned  counsel  who  summed  up  the  evi- 
dence, that  sixty-nine  quarters  of  wheat 
was  a  much  larger  quantity  than  the  wheat- 
field  of  Weldon  could  yield  in  tithe  to  the 
rector  in  the  year  1790,  the  rector's  tithe 
being  only  a  moiety  of  the  whole.  This 
conclusion  the  learned  counsel  drew  from 
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the  number  of  acres  cropped  with  wheat 
in  that  year,  and  the  average  crop  per  acre, 
as  stated  by  his  own  witnesses, — ^who  made 
the  average  crop  so  little  as  twenty  bushels 
per  acre,  or  certainly  not  more  than  three 
quarters.  The  number  of  acres  cropped 
with  urtieat  were  put  at  three  hundred  and 
twenty-two;  which  I  suppose  might  be  near- 
ly the  number ;  but  for  the  average  crop^ 
my  Lords,  we  have  nothing  but  the  evi- 
dence of  a  ]VIr  Amsby, — a  coal-merchant^ 
my  Lords,  a  woolstapler,  a  maltster,  every 
thing  but  a  fanner.  This  man  presumed 
to  depose  to  the  average  crop  of  the  wheat- 
field  from  the  crop  upon  his  own  {Aurt  of 
it ;  and  his  own  part  of  it,  by  his  own  con- 
fession,  was  but  a  very  few  acres.  From 
the  produce  of  very  few  acres,  perhaps 
not  more  than  five  or  six,  he  takes  upon 
him  to  swear  to  the  average  crop  of  three 
hundred  and  twenty-two  acres.  My  Lords, 
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does  such  evidence  deserve  attention  ?  My 
Lords,  I  am  myself  no  farmer,  but  I  have 
conversed  with  noble  lords  who  have  mucli 
knowledge  of  such  subjects ;  and  they  as- 
sure me  that  the  average  crop  of  the  wheat- 
field  of  Weldon  might,  in  a  good  year,* 
be  fairly  supposed  to  amount  to  four  and 
a  half  quarters  per  acre :  f  And  in  that 
case,  sixty-nine  quarters  is  no  such  pro- 
digious quantity  for  the  moiety  of  the 
tithe. 

**  My  Lords,  the  learned  and  honourable 
counsel  who.  raised  this  objection  from  the 


*  Even  Arnsby  allowed  that  the  year  1790  was  a  good 
year :  For,  being  asked  whether  the  average  produce  of  the 
wheat-field  had  been  increasing  since  the  year  1780,  he 
answered  <<  Not  till  the  last  two  years;"  and  being  asked 
again,  to  what  that  increase  of  the  last  two  years  was 
pwing,  he  answered  <*  To  the  season/* 

f  James  Walker  deposed,  that  in  the  year  1791,  the  ave- 
rage crop  of  the  wheat-field  of  Weldon  was  four  and  a  half 
quarters  upon  the  statute  acre. 
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quantity,  took  the  objection  at  first,  as  I 
thought,  with  great  fairness  and  candour. 
I  was  sorry  that  this  fairness  and  candour 
were  lost  sight  of  in  the  progress  of  his  ar- 
gument. My  Lords,  he  said  that  he  did 
not  tax  Miss  Raye  with  any  intention  to' 
impose  upon  the  Committee ;  but  he  belie- 
ved she  had  made  this  niistake, — that  she 
had  not  distinguished  between  the  tithe- 
wheat  and  the  wheat  which  grew  upon  the 
rector's  own  glebe ;  and  that  the  sixty- 
nine  quarters  to  which  she  had  deposed 
was  really  the  sum  total  of  the  two  parcels 
—the  tithe-wheat  and  the  wheat  from 
the  glebe.  And  having  got  an  ijliswer 
from  one  of  his  own  witnesses  about  the 
acres  of  wheat  in  the  rector's  glebe,  he 
amused  your  Liordships  with  a  very  pretty 
calculation,  assuming  the  number  of  acres 
in  the  wheat-field  to  have  been  exactly  three 
hundred  and  twenty-two, — assuming  the 
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average  crop  to  have  been  exactly  three 
quarters  per  acre, — ^assuming  the  acres  in 

the  glebe  to  have  been  precisely  what  one 
of  his  own  witnesses  made  them, — and  as- 
suming farther,  that  the  crop  of  wheat  up- 
on these  acres  in  the  glebe  was  neither 
more  nor  less  than  three  quarters  per  acre. 
From  a  calculation  formed  upon  all  these 
assumptions,  the  learned  and  honourable 
counsel  brought  out  this  conclusion,—^ 
namely,  that  the  glebe-wheat  and  the  titiie* 
wheat,  taken  together,  made  exactly,  to  a 
single  grain,  my  Lords,  the  quantity  of 
sixty-nine  quarters,  which  Miss  Raye  had 
stated  as  the  amount  of  the  tithe-wheat 
alone.  My  Lords,  I  have  been  myself  too 
much  conversant  with  calculation  not  to 
know  the  extreme  futility  of  such  calculan 
tions  as  these.  The  only  circumstance 
tihat  gives  them  effect  upon  the  mind,  is 
Uie  precise  agreement  of  the  result  with 
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the  conclusion  that  the  computer  before- 
hand  desired  to  bring  out ;  and  this  pre- 
cision is  itself  a  cireumstance  to  be  mis- 
trusted :  It  has  no  weight,  unless  you  sup* 
pose  an  accuracy  in  the  data  of  calculation 
which  in  the  nature  of  things  cannot  bor 
long  to  them :  In  short,  it  is  a  mere  trick 
which  the*  computer  puts  upon  himself;  he 
assumes  data  fitted  to  the  conclusion  which 
he  means  to  bring  out,  and  then  he  triumphs 
in  the  agreement  of  the  result  with  his  own 
wishes.  My  Lords,  give  me  leave  to  make 
such  alterations  in  the  data  of  this  calcular- 
tion  as  shaU  suit  my  purpose,  and  shall  by 
no  means  seem  improbable,  and  I  wiIIpre<-« 
sently  bring  out  a  conclusion  as  much  ia 
favour  of  Miss  Raye's  evidence  as  the  . 
learned  counseFs  was  against  it  But  in 
good  truth,  my  Lords,  such  calculationa 
may  pass  very  well  as  specimens  of  4 
young  lawyer's  scientific  accomplishments, 
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but  considered  as  arguments,  they  are  con- 
temptible. 

^^  But,  my Xiords,  Miss  Raye  disclaims  all 
benefit  from  the  Very  fair  hypothesis  that 
the  learned  counsel  set  up  to  save  her  ve- 
racity while  he  impeached  her  fact.  My 
Xiords,  she  has  said  most  positively,  and 
upon  the  most  distinct  and  perfect  recol- 
lection, that  the  tithe-wheat  and  the  glebe- 
wheat  were  not  mixed ;  they  were  carefully 
kept  separate.  She  allows  that  they  were 
put  together  (some  of  the  tithe*wheat  at 
least  was  put  with  the  glebe-wheat)  in  the 
same  rick  or  stack ;  but  a  separation  was 
inade  between  them  by  a  bed  of  rushes, 
damaged  hay,  and  damaged  oats.  And 
now,  my  Lords,  it  is  that  I  •feel  myself 
plunged  in  solicitude  and  anxiety;  for 
now,  my  Lords,  we  are  come  to  the  great 
question  of  character,  upon  which  I  shall 
not  be  ashamed  to  confess  that  my  feelings 
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are  indeed  acute.  My  Lords,  this  story  of 
'  the  rushes  either  is  true,  or  it  is  an  inven-* 
tion  :  Of  the  distinction  between  veracity 
and  fact,  we  can  in  this  instance  take  no 
advantage :  Either  this  story  is  true,  or 
this  poor  young  woman,  at  the  nazardof 
her  reputation,  at  the  peril  of  her  soul, 
has  committed  a  crime  of  which  I  who 
believe  her  innocent  will  not  pronounce 
the  name ! 

"  My  Lords,  I  take  courage  when  I  look 
at  the  evidence  which  was  brought  to  con- 
tradict her.  It  consists  of  the  depositions 
of  three  witnesses.  The  first  was  Thomas 
Pendilow,  a  labourer,  who  worked'  as  a^ 
harvest-man  with  Mr  Raye  in  the  year 
1790,  and  was  one  of  three  labourers  who 
made  the  wheat-stack.  Observe,  my  Lords, 
he  was,  by  his  own  confession,  only  one 
of  three ;  and  the  other  two  (James  Mar- 
low,  and  a  third,  whose  name  this  witr 
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ness  could  not  recollect)  were  not  called. 
My  Lords,  this  man  had  no  recollection  of 
making  any  separation  in  the  stack  by  a 
bed  of  rushes,  damaged  hay,  or  damaged 
oats :  But  your  Lordships,  I  am  sure,  will 
recollect  that  he  could  not  say  positively 
that  he  did  not  make  or  assist  in  making 
such  a  separation  :  He  had  no  recollection 
of  the  thing ;  he  had  no  recollection  of  the 
negative ;  his  evidence  was  perfectly  neu- 
tral and  indifferent ;  he  could  not  posi- 
tively remember  that  he  did, — he  could 
not  positively  remember  that  he  did  not : 
^y  Lords,  he  was  the  very  Ignaro  of  the 
**  Faiiy  Queen,'' — 

**  He  could  not  tell^ — ^ne  ever  other  answer  made.'** 

And  yet,  my  Lords,  I  was  very  much  struck 
with  the  style  of  this  man's  evidence.     My 
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Lords,  I  cannot  suppose-*-!  do  not  mean 
to  insinuate — ^that  he  had  been  instructed; 
but  I  own  I  was  surprised  to  find  a  man 
in  his  appearance  such  an  ^nant  clown  so 
great  a  master  of  the  style  of  deposition. 
He  never  wandered  in  his  answers  beyond 
the  precise  limits  of  the  question ;  he  nevor 
laid  himself  open  to  cross-examination, 
by  answering  to  more  than  was  asked  of 
him :  It  was — ^it  was  not, — ^this  was  his  style 
of  answering;  except  that  whenever** we 
touched  upon  the  rushes,  he  either  afieo 
ted  perfect  ignorance,  or  if  he  ventured  to 
give  any  thing  like  any  answer,  he  took 
care  to  make  it  wholly  insignificant,  by 
guarding  it  with  some  saving-clause  about 
the  best  of  his  knowledge  or  the  best  of 
his  recollection.  I  disliked  and  I  suspec- 
ted these  reservations,  conceiving  that  me-» 
mory  must  serve  him  one  way  or  other  up- 
on a  fact  of  this  kind  :     And  the  question 
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being  put  to  him  in  various  ways,  he  was 
at  last  reduced  to  the  necessity  of  these 
answers. 

**  Question^  In  making  the  stack,  do  you 
remember  using  any  rushes,  or  damaged 
oats,  or  damaged  hay  ? — AnsweVy  None,  to 
the  best  oftoy  knowledge. 

"  Question^  Do  you  recollect  seeing  any 
or  not  ? — JnsweTj  I  do  not  recollect. 

"  Question^  Can  you  swear,  that  in  ma- 
king of  the  stack  you  did  not  use  rushes, 
damaged  oats,  or  bad  hay  ? — Ans^wer^  I  am 
not  positive  that  I  did  not. 

"  And  again, 

"  Queslioriy  Can  you  speak  positively 
whether  there  was  no  rushes,  damaged  oats, 
or  bad  hay,  made  use  of  in  the  stack? — 
Antswer^  I  do  not  remember  there  was  any. 

**  Question  (by  myself).  Can  you  swear 
there  was  not  any  ? — Answer j  I  am  not  po- 
sitive there  was  not  any. 
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out  necessity)  into  two  parcels  in  the  bam, 
it  is  a  strong  presumption  that  these  par- 
cels had  been  previously  separated  in  the 
stack ;  unless  better  proof  than  we  have 
heard  be  adduced  of  the  contrary.  Ques- 
tions were  put  to  this  John  Ballard,  to  sift 
this  circumstance  of  separation  or  no-se- 
paration in  the  bam.  He  was  asked  ^  Was 
the  wheat  of  the  stack  all  put  into  one  end 
of  the  bam  ?"  He  said  "  No  ;  some  of  it 
was  mowed  in  one  end,  and  some  in  the 
other."  He  was  asked  "  Was  one  end  full 
before  you  began  to  mow,  or  before  you 
had  orders  to  mow,  in  the  other  ?*'  He  said 
^  He  could  not  tell ;  he  had  not  noticed  that 
circumstance."  I  entreat  your  Lordships 
to  remember  that  this  fell  from  a  witness 
suspected  of  malice. 

**  The  third  witness  called  to  prove  the 
pretended  confusion  of  tithe-wheat  and 
glebe-wheat  was  Thomas  Langham,  a  lar 
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bourer,  who  swore  that  he  was  one  of  two 
men  who  thrashed  out  the  wheat  in  the 
barn,  in  the  autumn  1790.  In  harvest-time 
he  had  helped  to  pitch  both  glebe  and  tithe 
wheat  in  the  field  into  the  waggons.  He 
said,  that  whither  the  glebe-wheat  was  car- 
rited  after  he  had  pitched  it,  he  knew  not: 
He  knew  nothing  therefore  of  the  forma- 
tion of  the  stack :  Nor  could  he  know  any 
thing  about  the  taking  of  it  down ;  for  John 
Ballard,  if  he  spoke  the  trutli  in  that  point, 
did  all  that  business  by  himself.  Langham 
indeed  was  asked  whether  the  wheat  of  the 
stack  was  brought  entirely  into  the  barn 
before  it  was  thrashed ;  and  he  answered 
that  it  was :  But  what  means  he  had  of 
knowing  that  circumstance  appears  not 
He  swears  however,  that  he,  with  another 
man,  thrashed  out  the  wheat  in  the  barn,— 
whether  it  was  the  whole  stack,  or  only  a 
part  of  it  J  for  I  cannot  admit,  my  Lords, 
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that  his  testimony  in  the  very  face  of  i€ 
carries  any  weight  with  respect  to  that  cir- 
cumstance :  Neither  does  it  appear  that  he 
could  know  whether  the  wheat  he  helped 
to  thrash  was  tithe-wheat  and  glebe-wheat 
mixed  together,  or  tithe-wheat  alone.  He 
swears^  that  he^with  another  man,  thrashed 
out  wheat  in  the  bam  ;  and  that^  in  thrash* 
ing  out,  he  did  not  make  any  separation : 
But  that  no  separation  of  the  grain  thrashed 
out  was  made  at  all^  is  more  than  he  said. 
He  deposed  indeed  to  anothep  circum- 
stance, that  he  himself  moved  the  wheat 
from  the  barn's-end  to  the  thrashing-floor ; 
and  that  there  did  not  appear  to  be  any  se- 
paration of  the  wheat  in  straw  in  the  barn. 
This  he  said  in  the  course  of  his  examina- 
tion in  chief :  But,  my  Lords,  upon  the 
cross-examination,  he  affirmed  what  Ballard 
(the  malicious  man)  also  confessed, — that 
some  of  the  wheat  was  in  one  end  of  the 
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bam,  and  some  in  the  other.  This,  I  think^ 
is  the  sum  of  Langham's  evidence  in  what 
relates  to  the  wheat  And  what  does  it 
amount  to,  but  this, — that  he,  Thomas 
Langham,  did  not  perform  with  his  own 
hand  that  which  Miss  Raye  says  was  done, 
but  never  said  Thomas  Langham  did  it. 
But,  my  Lords,  this  Thomas  Langham  was 
one  only  of  two  thrashers  j  why  was  not  the 
second  thrasher  produced?  My  Lords,  I 
lliought  it  strange  at  the  time — much  more 
do  I  think  so  now,  having  discovered  that 
the  same  person  who  thrashed  with  Tho- 
mas Langham  was  one  of  the  two  who  as- 
sisted Thomas  Pendilow  in  making  the 
stack,  and  consequently  was  competent  to 
depose  to  the  rushes,  as  well  as  to  the  sepa- 
ration or  no-separation  of  the  grain  thrash- 
ed in  the  bam, — ^my  Lords,  I  think  it  very 
strange  indeed,  that  the  counsel  against 
the  petition,  being  so  frugal  of  evidence 
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as  to  produce  to  one  point  one  witness  out 
of  three,  to  another  one  out  of  two,  should 
choose  to  ke^  away  that  one  of  the  two 
who  was  competent  to  depose  to  two  im- 
portant facts,  and  to  bring  forward  the  other 
only,  who  could  speak  but  to  one  of  those 
facts,  that  one  being  of  the  two  by  far  the 
most  irrelevant. 

"  My  Lords,  when  the  learned  coimsel  for 
the  petition  represented  to  your  Lordships 
that  those  other  witnesses,  James  Marlow 
and  the  third  stacker,  who  was  also  the  se-i 
cond  thrasher,  were  in  town,  and  earnestly 
entreated  your  Lordships  to  call  them  be- 
fore you,  though  they  had  no  right  to  call 
them  because  they  had  closed  their  evi- 
dence, it  was  a  great  disappointment  to  me 
that  the  request  was  not  granted.  I  felt 
the  force  of  the  objections  made  by  noUe 
lords  in  my  eye,  a  noble  earl  and  a  noble 
viscount :   I  felt  it  so  strongly,  that  J  did 


117 

not  insist  upon  taking  the  sense  of  the 
Committee ;  yet  I  lamented  that  these 
witnesses  were  not  called.  My  Lords,  I 
must  say,  that,  had  we  called  them,  we 
should  not  have  sacrificed  mbstantial  Jus- 
Hce  to  a  point  of  form.  My  Lords,  it  con- 
(ists  with  my  personal  knowledge  to  aver, 
that  such  persons  as  James  Marlow  and 
Simon  Ferrer  (for  that  is  the  name  which 
Pendilow  had  forgotten)  do  exist  j  that 
they  were  in  London  at  the  time  when 
die  learned  counsel  for  the  petition  said 
they  were  in  London.  And,  my  Lords, 
it  is  my  firm  belief  and  persuasion,  that 
had  your  Lordships  called  these  nien  be- 
fore you,  James  Marlow  would  have  told 
your  Lordships  that  a  separation  was  ac- 
tually made  in  the  stack  by  a  bed  of  rushes, 
damaged  hay,  and  damaged  oats.  He 
W9uld  have  told  your  Lordships  that  he 
did  himself  assist  Thomas  Pendilow  in 
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forming  this  bed  of  separation, — that  he 
himself  mowed  the  rushes  for  this  pnrpoeei 
by  the  rector's  orders,  and  for  the  express 
purpose  of  keeping  the  glebe-wheat  and 
the  tithe-wheat  separate.  It  is  mj  bdief 
and  persuasion,  that  he  would  have  told 
your  Ijordships  that  the  rector  said  to  him 
^  James,!  must  have  my  tithe-wheat  and  my 
glebe-wheat  kept  apart :  Go  you  and  mow 
such  and  such  rushes."  He  would  have  told 
your  Lordships  (as  I  believe),  that  the  gldbe- 
wheat  was  all  laid  below  the  rushes, — thit 
the  tithe-wheat  was  all  laid  above  then : 
He  would  have  told  your  Lordships,  thai 
such  care  was  taken  to  keep  the  glebe-wheat 
and  the  tithe-wheat  distinct,  that  the  hist 
wa^on  that  came  from  the  glebe-field 
brought  only  half  a  load.  All  this  James 
Marlow  would  have  told  your  Lordships, 
in  the  most  precise  peremptory  terms,  upon 
clear  distinct  recollection, — ^not  like  one 
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of  the  Ignaro  family,  my  Lords.  My  Lords, 
it  is  my  belief  and  persuasion,  that  Simon 
Ferrer  would  have  confirmed  Marlow's  evi- 
dence about  the  separation  by  a  bed  of 
rushes, — ^that  he  would  have  told  your 
Lordships  that  he  saw  that  separation 
formed ;  and  it  is  my  belief  that  he  would 
have  told  your  Lordships  that  he  assisted 
Langham  in  thrashing  wheat  in  the  barn, 
and  that  tlie  grain,  when  thrashed,  was  laid 
in  separate  parcels.  My  Lords,  I  have  no 
more  doubt  of  the  veracity  of  this  innocent 
young  woman,  in  this  important  article  of 
her  evidence, — I  have  no  more  doubt  of 
her  veracity  (which  in  this  point  is  inse- 
parable from  the  truth  of  her  fact),  than  I 
doubt  the  fact  that  I  am  now  standing  here 
asserting  her  veracity  before  your  Lord- 
ships :  And,  my  Lords,  I  am  persuaded, 
that  had  these  men  been  called  before  the 
Committee  and  examined,  the  same  convic- 
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tion  would  have  been  impressed  with  equal 
force  upon  the  mind  of  every  noble  lord. 
"  My  Lords,  upon  the  subject  of  the 
wheat,  Miss  Raye  was  contradicted  in  ano- 
ther circumstance, — ^in  the  number  of  acres 
of  glebe  cropped  with  wheat  in  the  year 
1790 :  She  made  them  not  more  than  three 
or  four  acres.  Thomas  Fendilow  said  there 
were  seven  acres  of  the  glebe  in  wheat. 
He  had  helped  to  reap  the  wheat :  But 
observe,  my  Lords,  he  had  not  taken  it  to 
reap  by  the  acre ;  he  worked  by  the  day. 
What  knowledge  then  had  he  of  the  num- 
ber of  acres?  Did  he  speak  by  a  rou^ 
guess  ? — No,  my  Lords, — by  no  guess  or 
judgment  of  his  own  at  all  :  The  rector, 
he  said,  had  told  him  that  he  had  seven 
acres  of  wheat  m  the  glebe.  My  Lords, 
in  these  common  fields,  it  is  well  known 
that  a  great  proportion  of  the  ground  lies 
in  the  shape  of  balks  and  lands-ends,  which 
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are  never  ploughed^  but  produce  grass  :  It 
was  easy  to  suppose,  that  the  balks  and  lauds- 
ends  were  included  in  the  seven  acres  men- 
tioned by  Thomas  Fendilow  and  excluded 
from  Miss  Raye's  account, — ^that  she  spoke 
strictly  of  the  land  bearing  wheat.  Tho- 
mas Fendilow  was  asked  whether  tlie  land 
in  wheat  would  amount  to  seven  acres,  be- 
sides balks  and  lands-ends :  His  answer 
was,  that  he  understood  the  rector  to  speak 
of  seven  acres  of  wheat,  not  including  balks 
and  lands-ends.  Your  Lordships  see,  that 
this'  man  swears  at  last  to  nothing  lAore 
than  his  own  construction  of  the  rector's 
conversation, — which  might  be  right  or 
might  be  wrong :  If  it  was  right,  the  rec- 
tor to  be  sure  confessed  to  him  seven  acres 
of  wheat ;  and  it  wiU  be  for  us  to  consider, 
how  far  the  rector's  confession,  in  loose  un- 
guarded conversation,  ought  to  counter- 
vail his  daughter's  solemn  oath;     but  if 
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Thomas  Pendilow  put  a  wrong  construe* 
tion  on  the  rector's  words,  then  the  quanti- 
ty confessed  by  him,  according  to  the  true 
meaning  of  his  words,  might  be  greatly  less 
than  seven  acres.  But  taking  the  deposi- 
tion just  as  it  was  given,  and  making  the 
most  of  it,  your  Lordships  will  remember 
that  it  is  nothing  more  than  the  deposition 
of  Thomas  Pendilow^ — ^the  worthy  repre^- 
sentative  of  the  Ignaro  family,  my  Lords. 

^^  My  Lords,  I  have  done  with  the  wheat: 
The  next  exception  to  Miss  Raye's  evjh 
dence  was  taken  upon  the  barley.  My 
Lords,  the  circumstance  in  question  is  of 
no  other  consequence  than  as  it  may  affect 
the  general  credit  of  the  witness ;  for  it 
relates  to  the  barley  that  grew  upon  the 
glebe ;  and  since  it  has  not  been  pretend- 
ed that  the  account  of  the  tithe-barley  has 
been  swelled  with  the  addition  of  the  gldbe- 
bwrley  to  it,  the  circumstance  I  am  about 
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to  mention  cannot  otherwise  affect  the 
tithe-account  than  as  it  may  affect  the  cre- 
dit of  the  witness,  if  it  should  turn  out  to 
be  an  instance  of  wilful  deviation  from  the 
truth.  My  Lords,  Thomas  Fendilow  de- 
posed, that  the  glebe-barley  of  the  year 
1790  was  inned  and  stacked  in  the  rector's 
yards :  Thomas  Langham  deposed,  that 
Arnsby  bought  the  barley  of  the  glebe  in 
grain  ailer  it  was  thrashed  out.     Here  the 

counsel  against  the  petition  triumphed. 
'Here  are  two  witnesses,  who  clearly,  ex- 
^plicitly  (for  even  the  Ignaro  man  upon  this 
point  used  no  reserve  or  hesitation) — ^two 
witnesses  clearly,  explicitly,  deny  the  fact 
that  the  glebe-barley  was  sold  standing  up- 
on the  ground ;  a  fact  deposed  to  by  Miss 
Raye.  Deposed  to  by  Miss  Raye !  Good 
God !  my  Lords,  I  was  struck  with  asto^ 
nishment  when  this  assertion  fell  from  the 
learned  and  honourable  counsel:     Your 


124 

Lordships  will  be  struck,  when  I  assure 
your  Lordships  that  the  fact  has  not  been 
explicitly  deposed  to  by  Miss  Raye.  My 
Lords,  I  speak  not  from  an  obscure  distant 
recollection  of  the  evidence  which  we 
heard  Miss  Raye  give  three  weeks  ago: 
My  Lords,  with  a  most  anxious  attention  to 
this  circumstance,  have  I  read  Miss  Raye's 
evidence  over  and  over  again,  the  whole 
of  it — the  examination  in  chief  and  the 
cross-examination,  yesterday,  this  morning. 
My  Lof ds,  I  affirm  distinctly,  that  in  het 
whole  evidence  there  is  no  mention  of  bar-" 
ley  growing  on  the  glebe,  expressly  and  by 
name ;  it  appears  not  by  Miss  Raye's  evi- 
dence whether  a  single  blade  of  barley 
grew  in  the  glebe  in  the  year  1790,  or  no. 
My  Lords,  she  exposed  herself  to  the  dan- 
ger of  this  vile  imputation,  by  that  which 
is  in  truth  a  great  argument  of  her  can- 
dour and  integrity — by  a  neglect  of  that "' 
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discretion  which  was  so  remarkable  in  the 
Ignaro  man's  manner  of  giving  evidence: 
From  a  desire  of  informing  your  Lordships, 
she  often  in  her  answers  went  beyond  the 
precise  limits  of  the  question :  And  this 
base  imputation  has  no  foundation  in  the 
express  matter  of  her  deposition ;  it  is 
founded  only  on  an  inference  drawn  from 
one  of  those  answers,  without  any  distinct 
mention  of  the  glebe-barley  in  the  imme- 
diate question  which  produced  the  answer, 
or  in  any  previous  part  (or  any  following 
part)  of  the  examination :  Speaking  of  the 
ca'op  of  the  glebe  in  general,  she  said  that 
*•  the  crop  of  the  glebe,  except  the  wheat, 
was  sold  standing."  *  The  crop  of  the 
glebe,  except  the  wheat.     Now,  my  Lords, 


♦  The  question  put  to  Miss  llaye  was  this, — "  Was  the 
glebe  in  the  rector's  own  occupation  that  year  ? "  she  an- 
swered "Generally  it  was  not,  except  some  few  acres; 
we  crop  of  which,  except  the  wheat,  was  sold  standing." 
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if  you  will  assume^  what  yoU  cannot  find 
in  Miss  Raye's  evidence,  that  the  glebe 
was  in  part  cropped  with  barley,  it  will  fol- 
low indeed,  by.  inference  from  her  words, 
that  the  barley  was  sold  standing :  And 
if  your  Lordships  will  assume  farther,  that 
the  barley  was  distinctly  in  Miss  Raye's 
recollection  at  the  time  when  she  gave  this 
answer,  as  a  part  of  all  that  crop  which 
with  the  exception  of  the  wheat  only  she 
said  was  sold. standing, — and  if  your  Lord- 
ships believe  this  fact  disproved,  as  far  as  the 
barley  is  concerned,  by  the  depositions  of 
Pendilow  and  Langham,-— then,  to  be  sure, 
with  the  help  of  this  inference  and  these 
assumptions,  a  cruel  imputation  will  be 
brought  upon  the  young  woman.  But  I 
am  confident  your  Lordships  will  not  suf- 
fer the  credit  of  a  witness  to  be  impeached 
in  your  Lordships'  judgment  by  inference, 
and  implication,  and  precarious   assump-* 
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tiotis.  •  My  Lords,  I  will  not  retaliate 
upon  the  witnesses  against  the  petition,— « 
though  Thomas  Peridilow  was  one  of  them, 
—I  will  not  retaliate  on  them  the  injury 
and  insult  offered  to  the  rector's  daughter } 
for,  my  Lords,  I  never  will  impute  wilful 
fiibehood  where  I  can  with  any  colour  of 
probability  suppose  a  mistake.  My  Lords^ 
I  do  suppose  that  Thomas  Fendilow  saw  a 
stack  of  barley  in  the  rector's  yard  :  Is  he 
sure  that  it  was  the  barley  of  the  glebe  ? 
He  called  it  glebe-barley,  but  might  it  not 
be  tithe  ?  It  did  not  appear  that  he  helped 
if}  bring  home  either  the  glebe-barley  or 
the  tithe-barley,  or  that  he  knew  whence 
the  barley  which  he  saw  in  stack  was 
brought.  I  suppose  that  Thomas  Lang- 
ham  knew  that  Arnsby  bought  barley  of 
the  rector  in  grain  thrashed  out ;  but  is  he 
sure  that  it  was  not  tithe-barley  ?  My 
Ciords,   upon  this  easy  supposition,  that 
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Fendilow  and  Langham  have  mistaken 
tithe-barley  for  glebe-barley  (a  mistake 
which  they  might  very  easily  commit),  the 
credit  of  all  the  witnesses  is  saved;  it  is 
saved,  even  if  the  inference  from  Mias 
Raye's  testimony  be  taken  as  a  part  of  hex 
explicit  deposition :  I  never  will  admit  thst 
it  ought  to  be  so  taken ;  but  so  taking  it,  I 
say  that  it  is  unfair  and  uncandid  to  ilb^ 
pute  fraud  or  prevarication  on  either  side, 
when  contradictory  testimonies  may  be  sd 
easily  reconciled. 

"  My  Lords,  I  have  now  done  wilii 
wheat  and  barley  :  I  come  next  to  th6 
turnips ;  an  article  upon  which  we  have 
been  loudly  charged.  We*  have  been 
charged, — ^yes,  my  Lords,  I  feel  that  I  have 
fallen  into  the  language  of  an  advocate  j— 


*  The  Bishop  observed  a  noble  lord  to  laugh^  and  minul^ 
the  expression. 
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let  it  pass ;  my  argument,  I  trust,  will  be 
impartial.  Miss  Kaye,  my  Lords,  has 
dq)osed  that  she  received  IL  12s.  for  se- 
venty-one and  a  half  acres  of  turnips.  She 
k  taken  up  upon  the  number  of  acres : 
A  man  is  produced  (a  Thomas  Fywell),  a 
tenant  at  will  of  Mr  Hatton's,  and  one 
of  his  gamekeepers :  He  deposes  to  the 
teres  of  turnip  in  the  common  fields  of 
WeldoQ  in  the  year  1790 ;  and  he  makes 
it,  I  forget  the  exact  quantity,  but  certainly 
a  third  or  a  fourth  less  than  the  quantity 
Mentioned  by  Miss  Raye.  By  what  know- 
ledge of  the  fact  does  he  speak  ? — By  the 
most  exact  of  all  knowledge,  my  Lords, — 
by  measurement  of  the  turnip-land,  made 
by  himself.  Measurement !  how  was  it 
made  ? — With  a  chain.  When  ? — The 
Thursday  or  Friday  was  sennight  before  he 
was  examined.  His  examination  was  taken 
'on  Monday  the  14th  of  this  very  month  j 
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the  Thursday  or  Friday  sennight  before,  h* 
was  sent  down  from  London,  he  told  your 
Lordships,  to  make  this  measurement: 
Down  he  went,  with  his  measuring-chain 
in  his  hand,  in  the  beginning  of  May  1792, 
to  measure  the  kund  that  was  cropped  with 
turnips  in  the  parish  of  Weldon  in  the 
year  1790 :  He  performs  this  task  with 
great  expedition,  and  with  wonderful  ao* 
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curacy :  He  posts  back  again,  and  repoctB 
the  quantity  of  land  to  an  inch,  my  Lorda^ 
he  swears  to  acres,  roods,  and  perchask 
Had  the  crop  of  turnips  been  all  in 
field,  Mr  Py well  ? — O  no  !  it  grew  in 
ferent  patches  in  different  fields.  And 
how  did  you,  now,  in  May  1792,  distiiii>> 
guish  exactly,  so  as  to  give  evidence  upoB 
your  oath,  all  these  scattered  patches  that 
were  in  turnip  in  1790? — My  Lords,  the 
man  is  blessed  witli  a  strong  retentive  me-^ 
mory  of  his  own ;  and  his  recollection  wa»^' 
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helped  by  the  occupiers  of  the  lands  to 
whom  he  went  round  for  that  assistance! 

**  Now,  my  Lords,  let  us  consider  in 
what  way  the  poor  young  woman  might 
isome  by  her  knowledge  of  the  number 
of  acres*.  But  first,  my  I^rds,  let  me  ob- 
serve, that  she  has  not  sworn  to  the  num- 
ber of  acres  as  a  distinct  fact  by  itself;  she 
swears  only  to  this  complex  proposition, — 
^  I  received  so  much  money  for  so  many 
acres  of  turnip."  My  Lords,  this  young 
woman  is  no  surveyor,  to  measure  laud 
with  a  chain, — she  is  no-  gamekeeper,  my 
Lords,  to  have  a  ready  guess  at  the  acres 
in  a  field  by  repeatedly  walking  over  it : 
My  Lords,  the  thing  speaks  for  itself,  when 
ii  is  fairly  considered  ;—^e  tithe  of  turnips 
is  paid  for  in  Weldon,  as  it  is  almost  every-. 
where,  at  so  much  by  the  acre}„  and  the 
number  of  acres  mentioned  by  Miss  Raye 
i&  the  sum  of  the  acres  coniessed  by  th^ 
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several  tenants,  at  the  time  whed  ttief 
reckoned  with  her  for  the  tithe  of  turnip.: 
One  man  paid  for  so  many — another  for  so 
many ;  and  when  the  account  of  the  jaar^ 
produce  is  made  up,  the  acres  of  the  se^e*- 
nd  tenants  are^  collected  into  one  wm, 
their  payments  are  collected  into  one  tum^ 
and  the  witness  deposea,  that  for  so  .many 
acres  of  turnips  (seventy-one  and  a  iMlf) 
she  received  so  much  money  (7/.  ISk.): 
The  fact  to  which  she  must  be  imdentdod 
to  swear,  of  her  own  original  knowle^f^i 
is  the  sum  of  money  she  received^  Asui 
let  me  observe  by  the  wi^,  my  Lorda^ithat 
with  respect  to  tlie  sum  of  money  reeeir 
ved  for  every  micle.  which  i.  the  muterU 
point,  her  testimony,  under  all  the  attachs 
that  have  been  made  upon  it  in  other  points, 
stands  unquestioned.  She  swears  to  the 
acres  only  as  the  aci^es  accounted  and  paid 
for  by  the  tenants ;     And  can  your  Loidk 
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fiihips  believe  that  the  tenants  acknowledge 
€d  and  paid  for  many  more  a^res  than  were 
cropped  with  turnip  ?  Is  it  usual  with  your 
Lordships'  tenants,  wh^i  they  settle  with 
the  parson,  to  magnify  the  account  of  what 
is  due  to  him  ?  My  Lords,  upon  this  fact 
of  the  quantity  of  land  cropped  with  turnip 
in  the  year  1790,  which  is  more  worthy  of 
credit^  the  confession  of  the  tenants  .at 
the  time  reckoning  with  the  parson,  or 
Ifr  Fywell's  measurement,  made  now  in 
May  1792,  of  the  scattered  patches  of  land, 
which  his  recollection,  assisted  by  the  recol* 
lection  of  the  farmers,  tells  him  was  crop* 
ped  with  turnip  in  1790?  Which  is  most 
deserving  of  credit,  my  Lords  ?— when  it 
b  remembered,  that  when  the  parishion- 
ers settled  with  the  rector,  or  rather  with 
the  rector's  daughter,  it  was  no$  their  in- 
terest to  magnify,  it  ib  now  theb  interest  to 
jftbate.     My  Lords,  this  matter  is  so  very 
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clear,  that  I  should  be  ashamed  to  consume 
the  time  of  the  Committee  by  saying  ana* 
ther  word  upon  the  subject 

"  My  Lords,  I  now  come  to  the  last 
article  in  the  account  of  the  year  1790  in 
which  the  truth  of  it  has  been  arraigned,—* 
I  mean  the  article  of  the  wood  of  the  puic. 
lieus.  It  is  stated  that  the  tithe  of  the 
wood  produced  43/.  3s.  My  Lords,  this 
is  the  only  point  upon  which  I  feared  I 
should  be  incompetent  to  speak  with  any 
confidence;  for  the  depositions  relating 
to  this  wood  are  the  only  part  of  the  evir 
dence  which  I  did  not  receive  by  my  own 
ear.  My  Lords,  the  day  the  witnesses 
were  examined  who  were  called  to  contra* 
diet  the  account  in  this  article,  I  had  been 
sitting  in  the  committee-room,  at  the  table, 
listening  to  and  minuting  every  syllable  of 
the  evidence,  from  eleven  o'clock  till  three: 
Business  of  some  magnitude,  I  forget  what^ 
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was  to  come  on  in  the  House  that  evening: 
I  expected  long  debates  and  a  midnight 
diyision:  My  Lords,  I  confess  with  shame, 
I  had  the  meanness — -I  have  repented  of 
it  ever  since^ — to  shrink  from  the  Hatigae 
of  my  Parliamentary  duty;  and  not  at  all 
foreseeing  the  important  matter  that  was 
immediately  coming  on,  I  retired  for  re- 
freshment: I  was  absent  from  the  com^ 
mittee-room  a  little  more  than  an  hour ; 
and  during  my  sbsence^  the  depositions  of 
the  stewards  of  the  woods  were  taken: 
When  I  returned,  some  noble  lords,  wiiose 
aentiments  I  kaew  had  much  accorded  with 
my  own  upon  the  whole  business,  so  far  as 
we  had  yet  gone,  told  me  "  Here  is  a  mis- 
take about  the  woods.'*  After  the  whole 
evidence  was  closed,  when  I  mentioned  it 
to  some  noble  lords,  as  my  clear  opinion, 
that  all  the  contradiction  given  to  Miss 
Baye  amounted  to  nothing  at  all,  and  de- 
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clared  my  intention  of  going  in  detail  into 
the  discussion  of  the  evidence^  article  bj 
article,  they  said  "  Remember,  however, 
there  was  a  mistake  about  the  wood*" 
This  was  suggested  to  me  by  noble  lords 
whose  sentiments  I  knew  to  be  ingenerd 
the  same  with  mme  upon  every  part  of  thk 
business,  as  the  single  mistake,  but  as  a 
mistake  which  must  be  admitted.  My 
Lords,  it  gave  me  great  satisfection  to  pe^ 
ceive,  by  casting  my  eye  over  Miss  Raye't 
account,  that  the  mistake,  whatever  it  might 
be,  was  an  innocent  mistake, — that  it  mint 
be  mere  mistake,  not  design,  my  Lords ; 
for  this  reason,  that  this  wood  was  charged 
on  both  sides  of  the  account^  and  made 
no  difference  at  all  in  striking  the  balance. 
The  wood  was  reckoned  in  the  account  of 
the  produce  of  1790;  but  it  was  also  reckon- 
ed as  a  distinct  article  of  the  future  produee 
of  the  living,  under  the  enclosure,  if  the 
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bill  should  pass :  It  swelled  the  account 
of  the  amount  of  tithes;  but  it  equally 
swells  the  account  of  the  produce  of  the 
living,  if  the  commutation  should  take 
place.  The  allotment  of  land  is  not  to  co- 
ver  the  tithe  of  wood;  and  the  tithe  of 
wood  is  very  fairly  charged  as  a  distinct 
article  of  future  produce.  If  the  charge 
of  this  tithe-wood  is  a  mistake  on  one  side, 
it  is  equally  a  mistake  on  the  other  :  If 
yon  strike  it  out  here,  you  must  strike  it 
out  there ;  and  the  difference  between  the 
ttnount  of  the  year  1790  and  the  future 
produce  of  the  Uving  under  the  commuta- 
tion, will,  in  spite  of  this  supposed  mis^ 
take,  remain  what  the  account  makes  it.  I 
confess,  I  was  much  satisfied  to  find  the 
supposed  mistake  so  innocent ;  still  I 
wished  to  discover  upon  what  ground  of 
evidence  a  mistake  had  been  so  generally 
admitted.     Yesterday  morning,  my  Lords, 
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at  an  early  hour,  I  came  down  to  this 
House ;  I  applied  to  the  Clerk  for  his  mi^ 
niites  of  our  proceedings;  and  in  his  room, 
I  sat  me  down  to  study  the  depositions  of 
the  stewards  of  the  woods  in  his  minutes. 
I  presently  perceived  that  the  only  woods 
which  fell  in  1790  were  a  part  of  Lord 
Sondes's  and  a  part  of  Mr  Hatton's;  so 
that  the  43/.  3s.,  if  there  was  no  mistake, 
must  aU  be  accounted  for  from  the  tithes 
of  those  woods.  Now,  John  Walker,  the 
steward  of  Lord  Sondes's  woods,  confessed 
in  his  evidence  that  he  paid  Mr  Raye  in 
money,  for  the  tithe  of  Lord  Sondes's  Ml 
in  1790,  the  sum  of  26/.  14s.  3d. :  He  d^ 
posed,  that  the  money  was  paid  in  January 
1791.  Is  this  the  mistake?  was  the  rer 
c^ipt  of  1791  charged  to  tlie  account  of 
1790? — No  such  thing,  ray  Lords;  the 
witness  was  distinct  and  candid :  He  said 
the  money  was  paid  in  Jauuary  1791 ;  but 
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he  had  said  before  that  the  fall  was  made 
in  1790.  Indeed  the  thing  speaks  for  it* 
self:  If  the  money  was  paid  so  early  in 
the  year  1791  as  the  month  of  January,  the 
fall  must  have  been  in  the  preceding  year. 
The  money  therefore,  though  not  paid  till 
1791,  is  justly  put  to  the  account  of  the 
year  1790,  in  which  the  tithe  accrued. 
Now  for  the  tithe  of  Mr  Hatton's  fall  in 
the  year  1790.  The  steward  of  Mr  Hat- 
ton's  woods,  Mr  Pywell  (not  the  famous 
measurer  of  tumip-groimds,  but  another 
Mr  Pywell),  deposes  that  the  tithe  of  Mr 
Hatton's  wood  was  not  sold  to  Mr  Hat- 
ton,  but  taken  in  kind  by  the  rector,  and 
carried  off.  Mr  Pywell  therefore  could 
give  no  account  of  what  the  rector  might 
make  of  this  tithe,  otherwise  than  by  in- 
forming your  Lordships  of  the  value  of 
Mr  Hatton's  nine  tenths,  by  which  the 
vahie  of  the  rector's  single  tenth  might  be 
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estimated.  He  deposed^  that  the  value  of 
Mr  Hatton's  nine  tenths  was  127/.  The 
ninth  part  of  this  is  14/.  2s.  2d. ;  which  must 
have  been  the  value  of  the  rector's  tenth, 
according  to  Pywell's  estimate.  Now,  will 
some  noble  lord  assist  me  ;  it  is  difficult  to 
compute  and  speak  at  the  same  time. 
(Lord  Spencer  and  the  Bishop  of  Bangor 
each  took  up  a  pen.)  My  Liords,  to  2SL 
14s.  3d.,  the  price  paid  to  the  rector  fi>t 
Lord  Sondes's  fall,  add  14/.  2s.  2d.,  the 
value  of  the  tithe  of  Mr  Hatton's  fidl, 
what  is  the  sum  ?  (Lord  Spencer  and  the 
Bishop  of  Bangor  both  answered  40/.  lOs. 
5d.)  Very  well,  my  Lords,  o£  Miss  Raye's 
43/.  3s.  we  have  actually  accounted  for  401. 
168. 5d.;  the  difference  is  2/.  6s.  7d., — ^which 
is  the  utmost  amount  of  her  mistake,  if  any 
mistake  has  been  committed.  My  Lords,  I 
find  by  the  deposition  of  Daniel  York,  that 
there  was  a  small  fall  of  Lord  Upper  Os^ 
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fiory's  wood  in  the  year  1791 ;  and  thai 
the  tithe  of  that  fall  amounted  to  2L  4& 
My  Lordsy  was  this  the  mistake  ?  has  she 
to  the  40/.  16s.  5d.  of  the  year  1790  added 
this  little  sum  of  the  succeeding  year  ?  To 
be  sure  this  will  make  up  all  that  remains 
to  be  accounted  for,  within  two  or  three 
shiUipgs.  My  Lords,  jif  this  was  the  mis- 
take, the  smaUness  of  the  error  (not  to  re- 
peat what  I  have  said  about  the  insignifi- 
cance of  it,  as  it  stands  in  the  account, 
had  it  been  ever  so  great)  proves  that  it 
must  have  been  mere  inadvertence ;  for  it 
could  never  be  by  design  that  she  advan- 
ced the  account  from  40/.  16s*  Sd.  to  43/. 
Ss.,  in  order  to  make  an  addition  of  so 
small  a  sum  as  forty-six  shillings  to  the 
whole  receipt  of  the  year,  which  exceeded 
640/.  But,  my  Lords,  I  feel  n\yself  under 
DO  necessity  of  admitting  even  this  small 
mistake :  It  is  si-  probable  supposition,  that 
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the  tithe  of  wood,  which  the  rector  took  in 
kind  of  Mr  Hatton,  might  be  sold  at  as 
much  more  than  Pywell's  valuation  of  it, 
as  would  do  awaj  all  the  mighty  difference 
between  40/.  168. 5d.,  already  accounted  for, 
and  Miss  Raye's  sum  of  43/.  Ss. 

^^  But  it  was  hinted  to  me  one  day  in 
the  committee-roooi,  by  a  noble  lord,  that 
as  the  fall  of  these  woods  was  not  made 
every  year,  the  tithe  of  wood  received  in 
any  one  year  ought  not  to  be  taken  for 
the  yearly  average  of  that  species  of  tithew 
Certainly  not,  my  Lords :  Nor  was  the  sum 
of  43/.  3s.  deposed  to  by  Miss  Raye  as  the 
yearly  average  of  the  tithe  of  wood,  but  aa 
the  produce  of  that  tithe  in  the  year  1790 ; 
for  the  title  of  her  account  is  this,  "  The 
value  of  the  rectorial  dues  of  Weldon  in 
the  year  1790."  She  was  indeed  asked  a 
question  about  average }  and  I  shall  have 
occasion  hereafter  to  recall  to  your  L#ord^ 
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ships'  attention  the  fair  ingenuous  answer 
which  she  gave  to  it ;  which  will  entirely 
clear  her  of  any  design  of  representing  this 
article  as  the  yearly  average  of  the  tithe- 
wood. 

"  My  Lords,  I  have  now  spoken  to  every 
article  of  Miss  Raye's  evidence  that  hni 
been  palled  in  question«f     I  hope  I  have 


■   itUi 


*  One  point  of  little  moment  the  Bishop  passed  by  \m*' 
BOticed.  A  weak  attempt  had  been  made  to  confute  Miss 
Baye  about  ^e  price  of  barley.  She  deposed  to  twenty*- 
six  shillings  as  the  average  price  at  which  she  had  sold  sixty 
quarters.  Amsby  swore  that  he  bought  of  the  rector,  in  the 
year  1790,  thirty-seyen  quarters  one  bushel,  at  twenty-five 
shillings  per  quarter.  Now,  as  this  was  not  much  more  than 
half  the  quantity  which  the  rector  had  to  sell,  the  average 
price  of  the  whole  might  be  what  Miss  Raye  stated,  though 
the  truth  of  Amsby's  assertion  should  be  admitted.  But 
his  assertion  was  not  true*  In  an  account  between  himself 
and  the  rector,  running  from  15th  March  1790  to  2d  May 
1791,  Amsby  makes  Mr  Raye  his  i^editor  for  barley  bought 
by  him  of  Mr  Raye  in  October,  November,  iand  December, 
1790,  at  the  various  prices  of  twenty-five  shillings,  twenty- 
five  dbillings  and  sixpence,  and  twenty-seven  shillings,  per 
quarter.    The  Bishop  went  down  to  the  debate  with  this 
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missed  none ; — I  am  sure  I  have  missed 
none  of  any  importance:  And  I  hope 
I  have  convinced  your  Lordships,  that 
Misa  Baye's  depositions  have  not  been 
confuted,  or  even  in  the  least  degree  di^ 
credited,  in  any  one  of  the  points  which  I 
have  considered;  and  that  in   many  th^ 


curious  document  in  his  pocket  i.  But  considering  that  the  p^ 
per  had  not  been  given  in  evidence  (for  it  was  sent  for  Ami 
the  country  after  Amsby  was  examined,  and  it  came  too  late), 
and  thai  he  hod  no  means  of  proving  the  handwriting,  Aa 
witnesses  being  all  gcme  out  of  town  except  Miss  Raye  Irn^ 
self  and  the  Reverend  Mr  Graham,  he  thought  it  better  to 
kave  the  truth  of  Miss  Bslya's  assertion  about  the  price  of 
the  barley  to  stand  upon  the  general  credit  of  her  evidence^ 
established,  as  he  conceived  it  to  be,  by  his  own  argument 
upon  more  material  points,  and  i^nm  the  general  incohe* 
rence  of  Amsby 's;  which,  had  not  the  debate  been  unexpef> 
tedly  cut  dknrt  by  the  proposal  of  a  compromise  on  the  part  of 
Mr  Hatton,  would  haia  been- well  set  forth  by  a  noble  lord 
who  had  declared  his  intention  to  the  Bishop  of  going  into 
a  minute  discussion  of  Amsby's  evidence,  and  of  tearing  it 
all  to  pieces.  The  Bishop,  in  the  most  confident  expecta^ 
tion  of  his  noble  friend's  success  in  that  undertaking,  was 
well  pleased  to  leave  Mr  Amsby  in  his  lordship's  haads, 
where  be  would  have  found  no  quarter^ 
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have  been  confirmed  by  the  testiixiony  of 
the  witnesses  that  were  called  to  contra- 
dict her. 

**  My  Lords,  it  was  advanced  in  argument 
by  the  learned  and  honourable  counsel  a- 
gainst  the  petition,  that,  setting  out  of  the 
question  all  the  objections  to  the  items  of 
the  produce  of  the  yeat,  the  net  income 
b  fallaciously  stated,  because  Miss  Raye 
has  allowed  for  no  other  outgoings  than 
the  expenses  of  the  collection :  The  learn- 
'ed  and  honourable  gentleman  observed 
that  she  had  deducted  nothing  from  the 
gross  produce  for  rates  and  taxes.  My 
Lords,  I  shall  readily  confess  that  this  is 
(or  rather  that  it  might  be,  for  I  am  not 
sure  that  it  is)  an  omission }  a  very  par- 
donable omission,  my  Lords,  and  of  very 
little  consequence, — such  as  in  no  degree 
rdflects  upon  the  integrity  of  this  young 
woman ;  of  which  I  trust  I  have  produced 
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abundant  proof.  Depend  upon  it,  my 
Lords,  she  reasoned  thus  :  The  living  will 
still  be  subject  to  rates  and  taxes,  if  the 
enclosure  'should  take  effect;  the  deduc- 
tion therefore  will  be  the  same  then  as 
now }  and  it  is  neecttess  to  take  notice  of 
an  equal  deduction  on  both  i^des  of  all 
account,  which  leases  the  balance  unaltered* 
My  Lords,  if  there  was  any  inaccuracy  in 
this  reasoning,  it  was  only  this,— that  §K 
the  tithes  in  kind  the  rector  is  liable  to 
the  taxes  both  of  landlord  and  occupier; 
for  the  allotment  of  land,  if  he  lets  it,  whicb 
the  account  supposed,  he  will  be  subject  to 
tliose  of  landlord  only.  The  taxes  under 
the  enclosure  therefore  may  possibly  he 
diminished  ;  and  I  will  grant  that  this 
ought  to  have  been  stated  :  But  the  omis*- 
sion  seems  to  have  been  mere  inadvertency; 
and,  I  apprehend,  is  of  very  little  conse- 
quence :    For  though  I  believe  in  my  con* 
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science,  that  the  produce  of  the  Jiving, 
under  its  present  good  management,  is  as 
much  as  Miss  Raye's  account  makes  it  to 
be,  yet  it  must  be  taxed  and  rated  accord- 
ing to  the  last  letting  ;  and  after  the  unfair 
advantage  that  was  taken  of  that  circum- 
stance in  argument,  your  Lordships  will 
hardly  forget  that  the  last  letting  was  very 
low ;  insomuch  that,  upon  the  whole,  I  do 
very  ipuch  question  whether  the  rates  and 
taxes  upon  the  commutation  will  fall  mucli 
diort  of  the  present  rates  and  taxes.  Had 
the  whole  present  rates  and  taxes  been  de* 
ducted,  I  suppose  the  net  income  from 
the  tithes  in  }flnd  would  not  have  been 
lowered  above  20L  per  annum^  if  so  much. 
Upon  the  whole,  I  am  not  sure  tliat  this 
was,  an  omispion,— certainly  not  a  conceal- 
ment ;  but  I  am  in  doubt  whether  it  ought 
to  be  admitted  as  an  omission,  even  of 
inadvertence. 
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**  But  the  learned  and  honourable  comii* 
sel  charged  Miss  Raye  with  an  omission  of 
much  greater  magnitude  :  He  said  that 
she  ought  to  have  reckoned,  as  an  aitide 
of  the  outgoings,  the  wages  of  that  service 
(as  he  called  it)  which  she  performs  finf 
her  father.  He  said,  that  if  an  event  whicit 
may  naturally  enough  be  expected  should 
remove  this  excellent  daughter  from  ker 
father's  fitmily,  a  servant  must  be  retained 
to  do  the  business  which  she  at  present 
takes  upon  herself;  and  the  wages  of  that 
service  he  put  very  high.  My  Lords,  I 
am  not  inclined  to  say  that  he  overrated 
them  ;  but  I  do  deny  that  the  wages  of 
such  service,  if  such  service  were  to  be  pro- 
cured for  pay,  arft  to  be  placed  to  the  ac-> 
count  of  the  outgoings  from  the  living  ;— 
for  this  reason,  my  Liords, — ^the  service  is 
of  that  sort  which  every  man  who  has  his 
h^lth  and  his  senses,  mens  sana  in  carport 
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sanOj  is  supposed  to  perform  for  himself; 
and  it  must  be  owing  to  some  peculiarity 
in  the  man,  if  he  wants  another  to  do  it 
for  him.  The  want  of  such  assistance 
must  be  peculiar  to  Mr  Raye,  as  Mr  Raye ; 
not  common  to  him  with  all  that  ever  were 
or  will  be  rectors  of  Weldon.  The  neces- 
sity must  arise  from  some  particular  Qr- 
oimstance  in  his  health  or  his  disposition  : 
He  may  be  a  sickly  man,  a  vapoured  man, 
an  indolent  man,  a  careless  man,  or,  my 
Lords,  he  may  be  a  very  studious  man. 
My  Lords,  I  speak  upon  this  subject  with 
something  of  a  fellow-feeling  :  My  own  fa- 
mily accounts  would  be  ill  kept  were  they 
in  my  own  keeping :  My  Lords,  should  / 
have  the  misfortune  to  be  deprived  of  wy 
assistant,  and  find  myself  obliged  to  retain 
at  a  considerable^salary  some  discreet  trus-^ 
ty  gentlewoman  to  keep  the  accounts  of 
my  family  expenses,  my  Lords,  eouki   I 
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fairly  reckon  that  salary  among  the  out- 
goings of  the  bishopric  of  St  David's? 
Would  the  Minister  allow  me  so  to  reckon 
it,  were  I  to  give  in  an  account  of  my 
bishopric  to  him,  to  show  him  the  defi- 
ciencies of  it,  and  enforce  my  claim  to 
some  profitable  commendam  ? — My  Lords^ 
he  would  treat  suc^  an  item  of  outgoings 
with  ridicule  and  contempt ;  and  he  ought 
so  to  treat  it.  And  the  case  is  the  very 
same  in  the  present  instapce. 

"  For  another  reason,  my  Lords,  the  va- 
lue of.  Miss  Raye's  services  are  not  to  be 
reckoned  as  outgoings  from  the  living  ;  be^ 
cause  they  are  services  not  necessary  to 
the  coUectioa  of  the  living, — they  are  ser- 
vices that  arise  put  of  no  particular  spe- 
cies of  property,  but  are  necessary  in  all 
families,  for  in  all  families  accounts  must 
be  kept.  My  Lords,  when  the  learned  and 
honourable  counsel  mentioned  this  as  an 
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article  of  the  outgoings,  it  struck  me  that 
he  might  as  well  have  insisted  that  the  ap- 

^ 

nual  amount  of  the  rector's  butcher's  bill 
should  be  put  to  the  charge  of  the  outgo- 
ings q£  the  living.  (The  Bishop  observed 
a  general  look  of  surprise  in  the  Commit* 
tee ;  from  which  he  concluded  that  this 
remark  was  either  not  understood  at  all, 
or  that  it  struck  forcibly:  He  therefore 
thought  proper  to  dwell  upon  it.)  Noble 
lords  seem  to  receive  this  remark  with  sur- 
prise :  Will  noble  lords  explain  to  me  why 
the  butcher's  bill  is  not  an  outjgoingR 
The  money  goes  out  of  the  man's  purse, 
there  is  no  doubt  of  that ;  in  that  sense 
therefore  it  is  an  outgoing, — but  it  is  not 
an  outgoing  from  thfe  living.  Why  ? — If 
any  noble  lord  will  do  me  the  favour  to 
put  that  question  to  me,  I  think  I  can 
answer  it  The  butcher's  bill  is  not  an 
outgoing  from  the  living,  because  the  meat 
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which  is  bought  with  the  money  raised  by 
the  sale  of  the  tithe  is  still  the  produce  of 
the  Itving,  converted  out  of  the  substance 
of  money  into  the  substance  of  meat ;  the 
meat  is  the  rector's  property ;  and  that 
property  is  as  much  the  produce  of  the 
living  in  the  shape  of  beef,  as  it  was  in  the 
shape  of  wheat  and  other  grain  in  the  bam 
before  the  grain  was  converted  into  gold 
and  silver  coin.  My  Lords,  the  very  same 
thing  is  to  be  said  of  the  labour  of  ser-^ 
vants  :  The  labour  of  servants  is  property ; 
and  being  acquired  by  the  money  raised 
from  the  living,  is  still  the  produce  of  it  in 
another  shape.  The  wages  that  pay  for  the 
service  are  not  an  outgoing  from  the  Kving, 
unless  the  service  be  "of  that  sort  which  is 
immediately  employed  in  the  collection  of 
the  profits  of  the  living :  In  that  ease,  but 
in  no  other,  the  expense  of  the  service  ia^ 
an  outgoing  from  the  living.     Miss  RayeV 
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gervice  to  her  father  is  not  of  that  sort; 
her  service  is  the  exact  and  faithftil  keep- 
ing of  accounts.  The  profits  of  the  living 
might  be  collected  though  such  accounts 
were  not  kept :  The  rector  might  still  en- 
joy the  fruits  of  the  rectory,  though  he 
would  not  so  exactly  know  what  he  enjoy- 
ed. And,  my  Lords,  these  accounts  have 
BO  analogy  to  a  tradesman's  books,  which 
the  tradesman  must  hire  a  clerk  to  keep ; 
they  are  merely  a  gentleman's  private  ac- 
counts. 

•*  My  Lords,  I  have  now  considered  every 
mistake  or  omission  with  which  Miss  Raye 
has  been  charged.  One  omission  only  can 
I  find,— that  of  the  rates  and  taxes ;  an  o- 
mission  of  which  I  cannot  exactly  rate  the 
eflTect,  but  I  am  confident  it  must  be  very 
small :  I  suspect  it  is  nothing ;  and,  if  it 
be  any  thing,  I  have  shown  how  easily  the 
omission  is  to  be  traced  to  honest  inad- 
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vertenqr.  But,  my  Lords,  had  errors  been 
found  in  Miss  Raye's  account  which  have 
not  been  found  in  it,  I  should  still  have 
protested  against  the  fallacy  and  iniquity 
of  a  maxim  advanced  in  argument  by  the 
learned  and  honourable  counsel,  in  sum-^ 
ming  up,  "  that  an  error  proved  in  a  single 
^icle  of  the  account  must  be  allowed  to 
discredit  the  whole  and  every  part  of  it.*' 
My  Lords,  the  thing  implied  in  this  maxim 
is  too  plain  :  This  uncandid  principle  as- 
sumes the  guilt  it  would  conclude.  Show 
me  a  fraudulent  statement  of  any  one  ar- 
ticle of  an  account,  and  I  will  be  open  to 
the  suspicion  of  a  fraud  in  the  whole,  or  in 
any  other  article  :  But  upon  no  other  prin- 
ciple but  the  supposition  of  a  fraudulent 
design  can  it  be  allowed,  that,  in  an  iu> 
count  composed  of  a  variety  of  article^, 
having  no  necessary  connexion  with  each 
other,  an  error  in  one  or  more  cpncludea 
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error  in  all  the  rest.  This  argui&ent  of 
the  learned  counsers  ran  in  a  circle,  and 
tacitly  assumed  as  its  foundation  the  hor* 
rible  conclusion  it  was  meant  to  establish* 
The  learned  counsel  afterwards  spoke  out 
more  plainly :  My  Lords,  I  was  astonish- 
ed and  amazed,  when,  upon  no  better 
grounds  than  the  evidence  of  such  wit- 
nesses as  he  had  called,  and  the  flimsy  tex* 
ture  of  his  own  arguments,  he  hurled  the 
vile  charge  of  perjury  at  a  trembling  wo- 
man's head. 

"  My  Lords,  a  general  exception  was  tar- 
ken,  by  this  learned  and  honourable  coun- 
sel, to  Miss  Raye's  evidence,  as  the  evi- 
dence of  an  interested  witness :  He  said, 
that  a  daughter  is  more  an  interested  wit- 
ness for  the  father  than  a  tenant  at  will 
or  a  gamekeeper  for  the  lord.  My  Lords, 
it  was  very  well  answered,  but  I  tliink 
not  sufficiently,  by  the  very  learned  qoun- 
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ael  in  teplyj  that  Miss  Raye  was  not  what 
any  jury  would  have  deemed  an  interestp* 
ed  witness.  My  Lords,  the  remark  was 
certainly  just ;  Miss  Raye  has  no  such 
immediate  interest  in  the  revenues  of  the 
living  of  Weldon  as  would  make  her  what 
our  courts  of  justice  call  an  interested  wit* 
ness  :  But,  my  Lords,  I  apprehend  that  the 
learned  and  honourable  gentleman  who  so 
called  her  did  not  really  mean  that  she 
was  interested  in  the  strict  forensic  mean* 
ing  of  the  word  ; — he  meant  that  slie  was 
subject  to  an  influence ;  and  he  meant  to 
say  that  the  influence  of  a  parent  over  his 
child  is  stronger  tlian  that  of  lord  over  te- 
nant at  will  or  gamekeeper.  This,  I  be- 
lieve, was  his  meaning ;  but,  my  Lords,  I 
deny  it — flatly  I  deny  it,  speaking  of  cor^ 
ruptive  influence.  My  Lords,  I  maintain 
that  the  relation  of  lord  to  tenant  at  will 
or  ser>  ant  is  productive  of  a  far  more  cor* 
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mptive  influence  than  that  of  pSfent  to 
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child.  My  Lords,  I  have  detained  your 
LA>rdBhips  so  long  {Hear^  'hear ! — Go  on^  go 
on  !)y  that  I  will  not  argue  this  question  ge- 
nerally, as  I  thought  to  have  done.  I  will 
only  trouble  your  Lordships  with  a  re- 
mark upon  this  particular  case, — that  in 
this  instance  the  influence  must  be  all  on 
the  daughter's  side  ;  she  is  evidently  so  ne- 
cessary to  her  father,  that  she  must  have 
influence  over  him, — ^he  can  have  no  un- 
due influence  over  this  daughter. 

"  My  Lords,  I  have  now  done  with  my 
defence  of  'Miss  Raye's  evidence  :  I  must 
now  trouble  your  Lordships,  as  I  proposed, 
with  very  few  words  about  average. 

"  Miss  Raye  was  asked  whether  she  be- 
lieved  that  the  amount  of  the  year  1790 
was  nearly  the  average  value  of  the  living. 
She  said  she  thought  it  was  ;  and,  without 
speaking  to  the  average  of  each  species  of 
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tithe,-  die  gave  a  reason  for  that  opinio!!, 
which  I  confess  made  a  stronger  impres-^ 
sion  upon  my  niind  than  any  calculation 
could  have  made  upon  it :  She  said  she 
believed  the  amount  of  the  year  1790  to 
be  nearly  the  average,  because  she  had  ma- 
naged her  Other's  accounts  since  the  year 
1786 ;  and  (though  the  tithes  since  that 
time  have  been  taken  in  kind)  she  had 
found  little  variation  in  his  income  from 
one  year  to  another.  My  Lords,  the  an- 
swer was  fair  and  ingenuous ;  and  I  give 
credit  to  it  I  am  confirmed  in  the  belief 
that  the  receipt  of  this  year  was  very  near- 
ly the  average  of  the  living,  from  a  calcu- 
lation of  my  own  of  the  probable  yearly 
value;  which  I  shall  submit  to  the  con- 
sideration of  your  Lordships.  (The  Bishop 
gives  in  his  calculation.)  My  Lords,  it  is 
formed  upon  principles  generally  recei- 
ved and  followed ;  and  is  independent  of 
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every  thing  given  in  evidence  on  the  side 
of  the  petition,  except  the  acknowledged 
quantity  of  land  in  the  parish,  of  the  dif- 
ferent sorts — of  arable,  meadow,  ley,  enclo- 
sure, and  forest.  My  Lords,  I  make  the 
gross  annual  amount  of  the  rectorial  tithes 
640/. ;  the  expense  of  collecting  I  put  at 
651. ;  and  having  supplied  Miss  Kaye's 
omissions, — not  her  peijuries,  my  Lords ; 
never  shall  my  tongue  l»and  them,  never 
shall  it  be  silent  if  I  hear  them  branded, 
with  that  odious  name, — but'  having  sup-* 
plied  her  supposed  omissions  by  a  mode* 
rate  allowance  for  taxes,  and  by  taking 
into  the  account  the  trifling  payments  for 
tenths  and  procurations,  I  raise  the  annual 
outgoings  to  82/.  7d.,  which  subducted  from 
640/.  leaves  557/.  19s.  5d.  (say  558/.)  for 
the  net  annual  income.  In  this  valuation^ 
your  Lordships  will  observe,  neither  the 

■ 

rent  of  the  glebe  nor  the  tithe  of  wood  is 
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induded.  Thus^  my  Lords^  the  net  in- 
come,  according  to  my  valuation,  is  but 
231.  short  of  the  actual  net  produce  of  the 
tithes  in  the  year  1 790,  as  stated  by  Miss  * 
Raye.  Of  tliis  difference  of  23/.-,  so  mucb 
as  17/.  7d.  is  owing  to  tlie  charge  I  have 
made  against  the  living  for  taxes,  tenths^ 
and  procurations  :  The  remaining  di& 
ference  of  51.  19s.  5d.  (say  6/.)  would  be 
more  than  made  ap  by  adding  to  my  va- 
luation of  the  gross  produce  the  annual 
average  of  tithe*wood ;  which  ought  to  be 
added,  since  the  account  given  in  evidence 
of  the  year  1790  takes  in  that  species  of 
tithe.  Now  surely,  my  Lords,  from  this 
near  agreement  of  my  calculation  with  the 
actual  receipt  of  the  year  1790,  I  have 
some  reason  to  conclude  that  the  receipt 
of  the  year  1790  was  very  nearly  the  ave- 
rage of  the  living ;  ibr  my  calculation,  if 
it  be  any  thing,  is  a  calculation  of  average. 
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^^  But,  my  Lords,  I  said  at  the  beginning 
that  this  inquiry  into  the  average,  a  point 
4ipon  which  the  learned  counsel  against  the 
|ietition  said  so  much,  and,  as  I  thought  I 
perceived,  with  strong  impression  upoa 
jour  Lordships'  minds,  is  really,  in  my 
Judgment,  of  no  ixpportance ;  because,  in 
comparing  the  present  value  of  the  living 
with  the  value  of  it  under  the  circum^ 
jfcances  of  the  proposed  allotment,  the  pro- 
duce of  the  year  1790  ought  rather  to  be 
made  the  basis  of  calculation  than  the  ave- 
rage  value,  if  the  average  could  be  proved 
to  have  been  greatly  short  of  the  amount 
of  that  year.  My  Lords,  I  shall  in  very 
few  words  show  upon  what  ground  I  ad- 
vance  wh'^.t  may  seem  so  singular  a  notion. 
My  Lords,  the  acknowledged  expected  ef- 
fect of  the  enclosure  will  be  a  rapid  improve- 
meat  of  the  cultivation  of  the  whole  parish, 
GoiMiequently  ft  rapid  improvement  of  the 
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living,  were  the  lands  to  continue  subject 
to  the  payment  of  tithes  in  kind.  And  in 
another  way,  the  enclosure  will  greatly  ad^ 
vance  the  value  of  the  rector's  tithes ;  be- 
cause, as  your  Liordships  well  know,  more 
land  will  come  under  that  cultivation  which 
yields  its  whole  tithe^to  the  rector,  and 
less  will  continue  in  diat  cultivation  which 
yields  a  moiety  of  its  tithes  to  the  impro- 
priator. For  both'these  reasons,  my  Lorda^ 
the  value  of  the  living  is  from  this  moment 
in  a  state  of  rapid  growth  ;  and  whatever 
the  average  may  have  been  of  former  years, 
I  think  it  never  could  again  (except  in  sea- 
sons of  extraordinary  scarcity)  produce  so 
little,  were  the  tithes  to  be  taken  in  kind, 
as  it  produced  in  the  year  1790.  I  con- 
sider the  value  of  that  year  as  the  minimum 
of  all  years  from  that  time  forward,  thou^ 
it  should  exceed  the  average  of  years  past ; 
and  the  rector  takes  no  undue  advantage,— » 
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he  gives  all  the  advantage  that  he  ought  to 
give— -more  than  might  in  justice  be  de-> 
raanded  of  him, — ^when  he  takes  that  year 
for  the  basis  of  his  calculation.  Will  it  be 
asked,  why  is  no  account  taken  of  the  later 
year,  of  the  year  1791  ?  My  Lords,  it  has 
appeared  in  evidenqp  that  1791  was  an  ex- 
cessive year ;  it  was  rendered  excessive  by 
the  expectation  of  immediate  enclosure: 
J^d  it  is  an  argument  of  ifiur  dealing  on  the 
rector's  side,  that  he  has  not  attempted  to 
avail  himself  of  the  vast  profit  of  that  year 
to  enhance  his  cl^m. 

'*  My  Lords,  I  have  gone  through  every 
point  of  my  argument :  Before  I  sit  down  " 

(Here  the  Mace  entered  the  room,  and 

required  the  attendance  of  the  Peers  in 
Westminster  Hall.  What  the  Bishop  was 
going  to  say  was  of  no  great  consequence. 
The  Committee  adjourned  to  the  next  day, 
Wednesday  May  23d.) 
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Hie  Bidiop  was  heard  through  the  whole  of  ihis  Umg 
speech  with  the  greatest  marks  of  favour  and  attention. 
Whenever  he  attempted  to  apologize  for  the  length  of  h, 
or  for  the  delay  that  he  often  made  by  referring  to  dMi 
minutes  of  the  evidence,  he  was  always  encouraged  by  the 
general  and  eager  cry  of  **  Hear,  hear ! "  The  Bishop  diMer- 
red,  while  he  was  speaking,  that  his  argument  was  careftil- 
ly  minuted  by  a  noble  viscount,  whose  family  connexions 
might  be  supposed  not  to  incline  him  to  favour  the  pethkm. 
The  Bishop  observed  that  evergr  imgqarde^d  expression  that 
fell  from  him,  such  as  fall  from  every  speaker  in  the  fb- 
ver  of  debate,  was  marked  and  minuted  by  the  noUe  m- 
count.  In  short,  it  was  evident  to  the  Bishop  himself,  and, 
as  he  thought,  to  the  whole  Committee,  that  it  was  from 
that  noble  viscount,  if  fiwi  any  noMe  lord,  that  the  Biihip 
was  to  expect  a  reply ;  and,  considering  the  great  abiUtieii 
and  the  habits  of  that  noble  viscount  in  Parliamentary  de- 
bate, upon  all  subjects,  the  Bishop  did  expect  the  strwgHl 
reply  that  an  argument  so  impugnable  as  he  conceived  his 
own  to  be  in  all  its  points  could  reeirive.  The  i^pearance 
of  the  Mace  in  the  committee^roomias  has  been  mentioned, 
stopped  the  Bisliop  abruptly,  and  of  consequence  prevented 
the  opportunity  of  a  reply  on  that  day.  The  next  day,  Wed^ 
desday  the  2Sd,  when  the  Owimtttea  met  aocordEog  to  ad- 
journment, afler  some  short  i^eeches  upon  the  question 
of  consent,  from  the  Bishops  of  Bangor,  Peterborough,  and 
St  David's,  the  noble  viscount  from  whom  the  Bmhtfui  St 
David's  expected  an  answer  to  his  argument  upon  tlie  evi- 
dence, rose  in  his  place,  and  said— <*  My  Lords,  I  ido  nit 
rise  to  speak ;  I  rise  to  make  a  proposaL"  His  Tiordahy 
then  made  a  proposal  of  compromise  in  the  name  of  .Mr 
Hatton,  and  sat  down.     The  Committee  approved  of  flie 
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jMfoml  'j  ami  the  BibIm^  rf  Si  David's  was.  asked  if  be 
iMoid  fgcmnmend  the  terans  to  Miss  Rsye,  who  was  under* 
flood  to  bft  islnled  by  her  fiilher  with  tbe  entire  manage- 
ment q£  the  bosiness.    The  Bishop  of  St  David's,  seeing 
Kttk  hope  of  suocess  in  any  Avthar  opposition  to  the  billi 
after  a  pn^posal  had  been  aadb  which  reoeivcd  the  appro- 
bation of  so  Humerous. »  Committee  that  it  niight  seem  fih 
most  eqmvalenfe  to  the  approbation  of  the  whole  House, 
(the  Bishop  of  the  diocese  himself  beug  ia  tfaatComoiitlee, 
and  concurring  wsmnly  in  |hat  qpprobatioa),  took  it  upon 
him  to  recommend  the  proposed  accommodation;  though 
his  own  opinion  remained  then  (and  remained  to  the  last) 
unchanged  with  respect  to  the  value  of  the  living ;  and  the 
terms  offered,  though  very  liberal  as  referring  to  the  allot- 
«ant,  were  far  short  of  an  equifldent  for  the  titlies  in  kind. 
One  great  motive  with  the  Bishop  to  close  with  the  pro- 
posal was,  that  it  left  him  in  possession  of  an  undisputed 
victory  upon  the  interesting  question  of  a  most  deserving 
young  woman's  character,  most  unjustly  and  injuriously  im- 
peached.    Not  a  syDible  had  been  said  in  reply  to  the 
Bishop's  defence  of  her  evidence ;  not  a  syllable  could  be 
sdd  if  the  compromise  took  place, — the  noble  viscount  who 
proposed  it  having  by  diis  very  measure  (if  it  took  effect) 
deprived  himself  of  any  future  opportimity  of  tlic  reply  that 
was  expected  from  him.     Under  these  circumstances,  thp 
Bbhop  of  St  David's  strongly  recommended  the  acceptance 
of  the  offi^ed  terms.     It  was  not  without  difficulty  that  Miss 
Haje  was  persuaded ;  she  insisted  to  the  last,  and  with  great 
leason,  that  the  terms  of  the  proposal  were  far  short  of  the 
value  of  the  tithes  in  kind.     She  yielded  however  to  the 
advice  and  entreaties  of  her  two  friends  the  Bishop  of  St 
David's  and  the  Reverend  Mr  Graham ;  who  both  urged, 
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that  the  acceptance  of  the  proposal  was,  in  the  actual  poa« 
ture  of  afiairs,  the  best  thing  to  be  done  for  her  father's  in- 
terests, and  for  the  living ;  and  that  her  character  was  se- 
cured against  all  malicious  inainuations,  by  the  manner  and 
the  moment  in  which  the  proposal  came  from  Mr  Hatton'a 
friends.  The  manner,  the  moiiient,  and  the  substance  of 
the  proposal,  made  it  indeed  equivalent  to  a  confession,  that 
the  Bishop's  defence  of  her  evidence  was  unanswerable,  and 
that  the  bare  value  of  the  allotment  would  be  an  inade* 
quate  compensation  for  the  tithea  in  kind. 


PN  THE  THIRD  READING  OF  THE 
TREASON  BILL; 

November  30,  1795. 


On  Friday  the  6th  of  November  1795, 
Lord  Grenville  brought  in  a  bill  entitled 
^  a  bill  to  prevent  seditious  and  treason- 
able practices."  The  bill  originated  in  a 
daring  attack  which  had  been  made  on 
the  King,  in  his  way  to  the  Parliament- 
House,  on  Thursday  the  29th  of  October. 
During  the  time  the  clauses  of  the  bill 
were  agitated  in  a  committee,  some  very 
warm  and  personal  debates  took  place.  In 
one  of  these,  Dr  Horsley  (now  Bishop  of 
Rochester)  supported  the  measure ;  and 
insisted,  in  the  course   of  his  argument. 
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that  **  all  tliat  the  people  had  to  do  with 
the  laws  of  the  country  was  to  obey  them/* 
This  was  very  warmly  taken  up  by  Lord 

s 

Lauderdale  ;  who  said,  he  should  not 
have  been  surprised  at  such  an  expression 
from  an  Eastern  mufti, — but  that  it  should 
fall  from  an  English  bishop,  astonished 
him  beyond  measure.  In  reply  to  this, 
the  Bifihc^,  on  the  third  readiag  of  the 
bill,  13th  November  1795,  rose  and  saui, 

"  MY  LORDS, 

The  sentiiaent  which  fell  from 
me,  in  a  former  night's  debate,  which  has 
excited  such  a  fever  ip  the  mind  of  the 
noble  earl^  and  has  drawn  focth  such  a 
torrent  of  his  eloquence,  I  uttered  upon 
the  gravest  deliberation,  and  with  the  stei^ 
diest  conviction  of  my  mind ;  and  I  never 
•shall  retract  it.  My  Lords,  I  am  sensible 
that  it  is  perfectly  disorderly  to  allude  to 
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any  thing  that  passed  in  a  former  debate  i . 
and  I  should  not  have  done  it^  had  not  the 
iiohle  earl  compelled  me  to  this  irregu^ 
krity :  But  wbea  any  of  your  Lordships 
is  thus  attacked,  he  generally  meets  with 
the  indulgence  of  the  House,  if,  in  his  own 
defence,  he  transgresses  the  strict  rule  of 
order*  My  Lords,  a  turn  was  given  to 
my  expressions,  at  the  time,  as  if  I  had 
delivefed  that  maxim  professing  at  the 
M&ie  time  to  be  little  acquainted  with  the 
kms  of  my  country.  My  Lords,  I  made  no 
such  professimi :    I  never  meant  to  impute 

that  ignorance  to  myself,  whatever  other 
noble  lords  may  impute  to  me.  I  avowed 
enly  an  ignorance  of  those  technical  parts 
of  the  law  in  whi^  none  but  lawyers  by 
profession  can  be  learned,  and  in  which  it 
is  no  disgrace  to  any  man  that  is  not  a  * 
lawyer  by  profession  to  be  unlearned.  Tliis 
avowal  of  my  ignorance  was  made  in  sta- 
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ting  to  your  Lordships,  as  I  thought  it  my 
duty  to  state,  the  wide  difference  of  my 
opinion,  concerning  the  second  clause  €)£ 
this  bill,  from  the  opinions  that  were  ad- 
vanced by  a  noble  and  a  learned  lord* 
whom  I  am  proud  to  call  my  friend.  My 
Lords,  it  was  painful  to  me  at  the  time,  to 
express  my  dissent  from  his  opinions,  be- 
cause he  was  absent;  and  I  thank  the 
noble  earl  who  has  given  me  the.oppor-i 
tunity,  now  that  my  noble  friend  is  .in  his 
place,  to  repeat  my  objections  to  his  argu- 
ment. My  Lords,  I  said  tliat  the  only 
point  of  argument  I  could  perceive  in  my 
noble  and  learned  friend's  objections  to  the 
provisions  of  the  bill  was  this, — ^that  the 
bill  applies  the  punishment  of  felony  tQ 
crimes  not  felonious.  I  said,  my  Lordls^ 
tliat  this  seemed  to  me  a  technical  oigecr 
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tion,  of  which  perhaps  "I  was  not  lawyer 
Enough  to  perceive  the  force.''  I  observ9d9 
that  those  punishments  were  not  aj^lied 
by  the  bill  to  crimes  of  simple .  misdemea* 
ndur^  except  upon  the  accumulation  of  the 
crime  by  a  repetition  of  it;  That  it  satis- 
fied my  mind  ooncemihg  the  justice  of  the 
hillj  that  the  punishments  were  no  m(Hre 
than  were  proportioned  to  the  natural  tuxr 
^udeund  malignity  of  the  crimes,— which 
oeemed-  to  me  the  true  n^asure  of  punishT 
ment  y  whereas  the.  noble  and  learned  lioi?d 
had  argued  as  if  punishment  were  ra*e?  to 
be  adjusted  to  the  technical  denonuoAtions 
of  crime.  The  foroe.  of  that  argument,  I 
«aid,  I  wa&  perhaps  not  enough  of  a  lawr, 
yer  to  perceive.  This,  my  Lords,  .was  all 
the  Ignorance  I  took  to  myself 

\^.  My  Lords,  the  noble  earl,  who*jtook 
fire  at  my  assertion  that  '^  individuals  have 
nothing  to  do  with  the  laws  but  to  obey 
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Ihem,^  said,  that  ^^  individoak  ou^t  BOt 
only  to  obey  the  laws,  but  to  study  them.** 
My  Lords,  the  noble  earl  said  well :     It  is 
the  duty  of  individuals  to  study  the  laws^ 
that  they  may  diape  their  conduct  l^f 
them :     It  is  the  duty  of  eirery  one  who 
holds  a  place  in  this  l^slative  assemUj^ 
to  study  th^n  more  particularly ;  that  ht 
may  have  a  full  ixmiptdhensimi  of  the 
whole  system  of  our  laws,  a  knowledge 
of  the  rdaticm  oi*  one  part  to  another, 
and  of  the  general  spirit  of  the  whda; 
that  he  may  be  competent  to  jodgt  of 
the  legality  of  public  measures-*Hif  the 
consistency  or  the  inconsistency  of  new 
laws  proposed  with  the  laws  already  sdb- 
sisting.     My  Lords,  this  study  of  the  lawa 
of  my  country  I  have  not  negleetedL     I 
should  be  unworthy  of  the  place  I  hold 
in  this  assembly,  I  should  be  ashamed  to 
rise  before  your  Lordships,    with  a  osiir? 
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sciousness  upon  my  mind  of  an  ignorance 
upon  this  subject  Not  affecting  any  such 
ignorance, — not  putting  myself  in  this 
branch  of  knowledge  below  the  level  of 
aoy  noble  lord  who  has  not  studied  law  as 
a  lawyer  by  profession, — certainly  not  put- 
ting myself  below  the  level  of  the  noble 
^ke^  who  thojjgfat  fit  to  impute  thi^  igno- 
mnce  to  me, — aflfecting  no  sudh  igaorance, 
ifui  OMmming  and  arrogating  to  myself  all 
that  knowledge  of  the  laws  which  becomes 
the  station  I  have  the  honour  to  hold^^-rl 
repeat,  under  the  restrictions  with  which 
at  the  first  I  qualified  the  asserUon,  With 
the  exception  of  audi  laws  as  may  have  a 
bearing  upon  the  particular  interests  of 
certain  persons  or  bodies  of  men,  who 
have  undoubtedly  a  right  to  discuss  such 
laws — ^to  meet  for  the  purpose  of  consider* 


*  Duke  of  BsDVOwo* 


174 

ing  such  laws  pending  or  existing — ^to  use 
all  decent  freedom  of  speech  in  such  dis- 
cussions-^to  petition  to  stop  the  progress 
of  any  such  law  pending,  or  to  obtain  the 
repeal  of  any  such  law  existing,  which  may 
be  to  them  a  grievance  (and,  my  Lords,  I 
take  the  word  ^^  grievance''  in  a  large  sense 
to  signify  ei^en  inconvenience),— my  Lords, 
with  this  restriction,  and  with  the  excep- 
tion of  such  laws,  I  repeat  the  assertion,, 
that  ^^  individuals  have  nothing  to  do  with 
the  laws  but  to  obey  them." 

^'  My  Lords,  the  noble  earl  said,  that 
this  was  a  maxim  better  calculated  for  the 
meridian  of  Constantinople  than  of  Lon- 
don. My  Lords,  those  were  not  the  noble 
earl's  expressions  :  He  delivered  the  senti- 
ment in  other  words, — in  that  vein  of  plear 
santry  in  which  the  noble  earl  so  much  ex- 
cels ;  and  I  heard  it  with  a  high  relish  of 
the  wit,  though  it  fell  upon  mysel£     He 
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Bald  it  was  a  doctrine  that  would  liave 
come  with  better  grace  from  the  lips  of 
the  Mufti  than  from  the  mouth  of  an  Eng^ 
lish  prelate.  My  Lords,  the  noble  earl  is 
mistaken ;  the  maxim  is  not  calculated 
for  the  meridian  of  Constantinople  :  The 
miserable  inhabitants  under  that  dismal 
sky  have  no  law^  my  Lords,  to  study  or  to 
obey ;  they  have  only  to  obey  the  change- 
Eble  will,  caprice,  or  whim,  of  their  tyrant. 
My  Lords,  it  is  a  maxim  not  calculated  for 
the  meridian  of  Geneva,  or  of  any  other 
turbulent  democracy :  In  sucli  govern- 
ments, the  people  have  only  to  obey  the 
uncertain  veering  humour  of  popular  as- 
semblies. But  in  tlm  country,  my  Lords, 
where  the  rule  of  conduct  lies  certain  and 
defined  in  the  letter  of  the  statute-book, 
and  in  recorded  customs  and  adjudged 
Cases,  an  equal  rule  to  all,  liable  to  no 
sudden  change  or  perversion — ^to  no  par- 
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tlal  application  from  the  passion  or  the 
humour  of  the  moment, — in  a  country  thui 
blessed,  the  individual  subject,  with  the  re- 
strictions that  I  have  slated,  '^  has  nothing 
to  do  with  the  laws  but  to  obey  th^mu'' 
My  Lords,  it  is  a  maxim  which  I  ever  will 
maintain, — I  will  maintain  it  to  the  deaths 
*— I  will  maintain  it  under  the  axe  of  the 
guillotine  J  if,  through  any  insufficiency  of 
the  measures  which  may  now  be  taken,  the 
time  should  ever  come  when  the  prelates 
and  nobles  of  this  land  must  stoop  their 
necks  to  that  engine  of  democratic  ty*- 
ranny. 

"  My  Lords,  I  have  heard  nothing  this 
night  to  alter  my  opinion  concerning  tbe 
expediency  and  justice  of  the  bill  before  us. 
I  have  heard  that  it  creates  new  crimes: 
But,  my  Lords,  when  this  is  said,  the  dis^ 
tinction  seems  not  to  be  taken  be|;ween 
creating  new  crimes  and  applying  new 
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nhhments  to  old  ones.  My  Lords,  this  is  the 
effect  of  this  bill,— <^it  applies  new  punish-p 
ments  to  such  things  only  as  by  the  exist- 
ing laws  are  highly  criminal.  But  it  is 
said,  and  it  has  been  said  upon  an  autho- 

* 

rity  which  I  ever  must  revere — ^upon  the 
authority  of  my  noble  and  learned  friend, 
from  whom  I  never  differ  upon  such  sub- 
jects without  fear  and  trembling  for  the 
frailty  of  my  own  judgment  (I  differ  from 
him  with  the  n\ore  reluctance  upon  this  oc- 
casion, because  I  know  his  zeal  for  the  ge- 
neral good  order  of  society :  I  know  that 
neither  I  nor  any  of  your  Lordships  can 
go  beyond  him  in  the  warmth  of  his  at- 
tachment to  his  King  and  to  the  constitu- 
tion of  his  couDtry),^ — it  has  been  said,  my 
Lords,  upon  his  great  authority,  that  the 
penalties  of  the  laws,  as  they  already  stand, 
are  sufficient  for  the  coercion  of  such  crimes. 
3fy  Lords,  how  stands  the  fact  ?     Has  not 
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the  experiment  been  made?  Have  not 
the  existing  laws,  in  many  recent  instan- 
ces, been  put  in  execution?  What  has 
been  the  effect  ? — ^A  publisher  of  a  sedi- 
tious pamphlet  is  imprisoned ;  andhe  Uvea 
at  ease  in  his  prison,  amassing  wealth  ficon 
the  profits  of  the  publication  fcxr  which  he 
was  imprisoned — firom  the  sale  of  it  in^ 
creased  by  the  very  circumstance  of  his 
imprisonment.  ^  Set  him  in  the  pilloij.** 
The  pillory  !  The  pillory,  my  L^rds,  ap^ 
plied  as  a  punishment  for  sudb  gw^*^  ii 
the  stei^ping-stone  to  glory:  £v^  since 
Williams  mounted  it,  the  printer  of  the 
^  North  Briton/*  it  has  been  the  .peat  of 
honour. 

^  My  Lords,  it  is  with  astonishment  I 
have  heard  it  said,  that  the  varioua  aadi* 
tious  and  blasphemous  publicationa  of  the 
present  day  are  not  likely  to  produce  mift^ 
Ghie£    My  Lords,  what  are  the  spriiiga  of 
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human  actions  ?  Have  the  opinions  of  men 
no  influence  upon  their  actions? — not 
their  speculative  opinions  upon  mere  ab« 
stract  subjects,  but  their  opinions  in  mo- 
rals, religion,  and  politics, — have  these  no 
influence  on  their  actions?  Have  these 
publications  no  t^dency  to  spread  opi- 
nions? Are  they  not  circulated  for  that 
purpose,  with  great  industry,  and  with  too 
sensible  an  effect?  Have  not  the  minds 
of  the  common  people  been  turned  by 
auch  publications  to  subjects  to  which  it 
liad  been  better  if  their  minds  never  had 
been  turned  ?  Have  they  not  been  poi- 
soned with  false  and  pernicious  notions? 
And  has  not  a  great  change  in  the  de- 
meanour of  the  lower  orders  actually  been 
piodiioed? 

^  My  Lofds,  in  the  length  of  this  argu- 
ment, I  had  almost  forgotten  to  take  no- 
tice of  what  dropped  from  the  nobie  earl^ 
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relating  to  some  supposed  transaction  of 
my  former  life.  He  has  told  your  Lord* 
ships  that  I  was  once  present  at  a  meeting 
for  reform  in  the  borough  of  Southwark. 
My  Lords,  I  cannot  conceive  to  what  the 
noble  earl  alludes :  I  hope  he  will  have 
the  candour  to  assist  ffiy  recollection,  bj 
specifying  occasion,  time,  and  place.  I  can- 
not  recollect  that  I  was  ever  in  my  life 
present  at  a  meeting  for  reform  in  the  bo- 
rough of  Southwark,  or  anywhere  else.  I 
have  never  been  a  great  frequents  of  pub^ 
lie  meetings  of  any  kind ;  except  that  late*"* 
ly  I  have  attended,  and  taken  an  active  part^ 
at  meetmgs  in  my  own  county,  to  consider 
of  measures  for  alleviating  the  distresses  of 
the  poor.  I  well  recollect,  that  some  yean 
since,  when  I  was  a  private  clergyman,  and 
rector  of  Newington,  I  attended  an  elec- 
tion-meeting in  Southwark.  The  noble 
earl  will  probably  think  that  one  of  the 
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best  actions  of  my  life,  when  I  inform  him, 
that  it  was  a  meeting  of  freeholders  of 
Suny,  who  wished  to  promote  an  opposi- 
tion, at  a  general  election,  to  a  candidate 
who  was  supposed  to  have  at  that  time 
the  favour  of  the  Court.  But  that  was 
no  meeting  for  reform,  but  an  election- 
meeting  ;  and  I  cannot  recollect  that  I 
was  ever  present  at  any  other  pubHc  meet- 
ing, of  any  sort,  in  the  borough  of  South- 
ward K  the  noble  earl  can  by  any  circum* 
stances  bring  it  to  my  recollection  that  I 
lever  was,  I  will  not  attempt  to  dissemble 
the  fact :  There  have  been  few  actions  of 
my  life  that  I  wish  to  be  concealed.'* 

The  Duke  of  Bedford  rose,  and  said, 
that  he  was  reconciled  to  the  Bishop's  doc- 
trine, that  ^^  individuals  had  nothing  to  do 
with  the  laws  but  to  obey  them,"  as  he 
had  now  qualified  it ;  That,  had  the  Bishop 
stated  it  in  the  same  unqualified  manner  as 
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before,  he  should  have  moved  to  have  the 
words  taken  down ;  and  would  have  taken 
the  sense  of  the  House  upon  them :  He 
should  have  thought,  in  that  case,  the  re- 
verend prelate  had  deserved  tlie  "  stepping* 
stone  to  glory." 

The  Bishop  of  Rochester  rose  again, 

* 
and  said,  that  the  noble  doke  was  ihistaken 


if  he  apprehended  that  the  Bishop  now 
tracted  any  part  of  what  he  had  before  ad- 
vanced :  That  he  had  not  in  the  former 
debate  gone  so  much  at  large  into  the  sub- 
ject,— ^perhaps  he  had  not  expressed  him-% 
self  so  clearly,  and  tlie  noble  duke  might 
not  have  honoured  him  with  an  equal  at- 
tention ;  but  that  in  the  former  debate 
he  had  advanced  the  assertion  under  the 
same  express  reservations :  That  he  would 
be  die  last  man  to  deny  the  subject's  ri^t 
of  petitioning  for  the  redress  of  grievances  ; 
that  he  knew  that  right  to  be  a  part  of  the 
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constitution,  and  would  maintain  it  with 
his  latest  breath." 

The  Duke  of  Bedford  again  rose,  and 
said,  that  he  now  recollected  the  fact  to  be  as 
the  Bishop  stated  it :  That  the  Bishop  had 
made  the  like  reservations  of  the  general 
maxim  when  he  first  asserted  it ;  and  had 
even  alleged  therparticular  instances  of 
the  opposition  given  by  the  West  India 
merchants  to  the  abolition  of  the  slave- 
trade,  and  that  of  the  manufacturers  of 
snuff  to  the  extension  of  the  excise-laws 
to  their  trade,  as  instances  of  a  legal  oppo- 
•ition  of  subjects  to  pending  laws." 


6N  THE  ENGLISH  MILITIA  GOING 
TO  IRELAND; 


June  19,  1798. 


♦  ,       ^ 


On  the  19th  of  June  1798,  Lord  Gren- 
YiLLE  laid  before  the  House  a  message 
froni  his  Majesty,  stating,  that  several  re- 
giments of  militia  had  made  a  voluntary 
tender  of  their  services,  in  aid  of  the  re- 
gular forces  of  the  kingdom,  for  suppress 
sing  the  rebellion  existing  in  Ireland ;  and 
the  message  recommended  to  the  two 
Houses  of  Parliament  to  consider  the  most 
effectual  means  to  enable  his  Majesty  to 
accept,  for  a  time  and  to  an  extent  to  be 
limited,  the  services  of  such  militia  regi- 
ments.    After  presenting  the  message,  his 
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Ltordship  moved  an  address  to  the  King; 
signifying  the  readiness  of  the  House  to 
adopt  the  measure  recommended  therein. 
The  Earl  of  Caernarvon  moved  an  amend- 
ment, avoiding  any  mention  of  that  par- 
ticular measure.  Upon  this  the  debate 
was  taken  ;  and  the  Bishop  of  Kochester 
fipoke  as  follows. 


**  MY  LORDS, 

**  I  never  came  to  this  House 
with  my  mind  so  much  embarrassed  with 
doubt  and  difficulty  as  upon  the  present 
question ;  for  none  has  arisen,  since  I 
have  had  the  honour  to  sit  in  this  assembly, 
in  which  the  coUision  has  been,  to  my  ap- 
prehension, so  stout  and  difficult,  between 
the  reasons  for  a  measure  on  the  one  hand, 
and  the  objections  against  it  on  the  other. 
And  the  thing  proposed  still  appears  to  me 
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so  extraordinary,  and  the  crisis  so  impor- 
tant,  that,  unwilling  as  I  am  to  obtrude 
myself  on  your  Lordships  upon  a  questioD 
of  mere  secular  politics,  I  cannot  persuade 
myself  to  give  my  vote  without  stating  to 
your  Lordships  upon  what  principles  my 
mind,  after  much  doubt  and  hesitation,  is 
at  last  resolutely  made  up  to  the  su{^rt 
of  the  measure. 

^  My  Lords,  it  cannot  be  denied  that 
the  measure,  abstractedly  considered— con* 
sidered,  I  mean,  in  itself,  not  as  connected 
with  the  particular  circumstances  of  the 
times — ^is  in  a  high  degree  unconstitutional: 
It  cannot  be  denied,  that  it  is  diametrical* 
ly  opposite  to  the  spirit  and  to  the  express 
provisions  of  the  militia-laws.  These,  my 
Lords,  are  objections  certainly  of  very  great 
weight  My  Lords,  the  measure  proposed 
must  be  confessed  to  be  contrary  to  th^ 
very  sense  and  meaning  of  a  militia*     A 
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noble  marquis,  whom  I  do  not  now  see  in 
his  place,  whose  opinions  upon  this  sub- 
ject are  entitled  to  the  highest  attention, 
told  your  Lordships,  that  the  militia  is  the 
standing  garrison  of  the  island  of  Great 
Britain.  My  Lords,  it  cannot  be  more  ac- 
curately described;  and  the  measure  in- 
tended is  to  pernm  a  part  of  this  garrison 
to  go  out  upon  a  very  different  service. 
But  then,  my  Lords,  what  is  the  occasion  ? 
It  is  not  a  question,  I  believe,  with  any  one 
of  your  Lordships,  that  a  dangerous  Jaco- 
binical rebellion  is  at  this  moment  raging 
in  Ireland.  Noble  lords  have  said  that 
the  information  has  not  come  to  us  in  the 
proper  way,  aifd  through  the  proper  chan- 
nel. Some  noble  lords  would  have  been 
better  pleased  if  the  information  had  been 
'brought  to  the  House  in  such  a  way  as  to 
topen  more  matter  of  debate — to  furnish 
more  topics  of  invective  against  his  Majes^ 
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ty's  Ministers.  But^  my  Lords,  however 
the  information  may  have  come,  the  fact 
is  undisputed ;  and  the  mode  of  informa- 
tion is  a  matter  of  no  sort  of  importance 
in  our  deliberations  upon  the  measures  to 
be  taken  upon  the  ground  of  the  (admitted 
fact  The  fact,  the  fact  disputed  by  no 
man,  is,  that  a  Jacobinical  rebellion  rages 
in  Ireland ;  and  it  is  proposed  to  send  away 
a  part  of  our  garrison  of  internal  defence 
to  assist  in  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion 
in  that  kingdom.  Now,  my  Lords,  I  can- 
not in  idea  separate  the  safety  and  pr^r- 
vation  of  the  kingdom  of  Ireland,  in  thec|e 
circumstances,  from  the  safety  and  preser- 
vation of  Great  Britain  itself:  To  protect 
Ireland,  is  to  protect  Great  Britain.  My 
Lords,  if  this  Irish  rebeUion  should  be  suo 
cessful,  there  will  be  no  sitting  for  our 
Sovereign,  or  not  long,  upon  the  throne  o£ 
Great  Britain  ;  there  will  be  no  sitting  for 
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your  Lordships  to  deliberate  in  this  House; 
there  will  be  no  rights,  no  liberties  of  the 
people,  to  maintain — ^no  property  of  any 
man  to  defend :  This  militia  will  be  kept 
at  home  for  the  defence  of  nothing ;  for 
nothing  at  home  will  there  be  to  be  de- 
fended. It  has  been  said  that  the  English 
fanner  enrols  himself  in  the  militia,  or 
pays  his  money  for  a  substitute,  conceiving 
that  he  is  contributing  his  personal  service 
or  his  money  for  the  immediate  defence 
and  security  of  his  own  family,  his  own 
granaries,  his  own  stock,  his  own  farm- 
house :  My  Lords,  I  say  that  if  this  Irish 
rebellion  is  not  quashed,  the  English  farm- 
er  will  have  nd'  farm-house,  no  granaries, 
no  stock,  no  family,  to  be  defended ;  his 
j&mily  will  be  butchered,  his  stock  carried^ 
off,  his  granaries  burnt,  his  comfortable 
mansion  will  be  made  a  dunghUl:  The 
militi^f  embodied,  as  it  is  said,  for  the 
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•ingle  purpose  of  his  defence,  will  be  able 
to  give  him  no  defence  at  alL  This  is 
my  notion  of  the  times.  We  are  under 
the  dominion  of  that  imperious  necessi- 
ty which  for  the  time  cancels  all  consider- 
ation of  the  laws  provided  for  ordinary 
times — Cleaves  no  law  subsisting,  but  that 
sovereign  law  of  the  solus  papulu  My 
Lords,  this  necessity  of  quelling  the  Irish 
rebellion  at  any  rate,  I  connect  with  ano- 
ther circumstance  clearly  proved ;  and  the 
two  together  leave  no  doubt  in  my  mind  of 
the  expediency  of  the  measure  proposed. 
Tlie  other  circumstance  is,  that  the  militia 
is  the  only  force  his  Majesty  can  permit  to 
go  upon  this  service,  consistently  with  our 
internal  security.  This  appears  from  the 
statement  that  has  been  made  to  the  House 
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by  the  noble  Secretary  of  State  ;  and  his 
statement  I  regard  as  the  best  evidence 
to  be  had  to  that  fact      Some  noble  lords. 
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I  know,  will  not  agree  with  me  in  this. 
But,  my  Lords,  the  noble  Secretary  of 
State,  by  his  official  situation,  possesses  the 
best  information  upon  that  point.  He  has 
entered,  I  think,  as  much  into  the  detail  as 
the  responsibility  of  his  situation  would 
permit  If  he  has  misled  me  by  a  false 
statement,- he  must  have  wilfully  misstated. 
If  I  conceived  him  capable  of  a  wilful  mis- 
statement, I  should  think  him  unfit  for  his 
situation,  and  should  join  the  band  of  his 
exponents  :  But  as  long  as  I  think  other- 
wise of  him — as  long  as  I  think  him  fit 
for  the  station  that  he  holds,  I  must  cre- 
dit his  evidence  upon  this  fact,  as  the 
best  to  be  had  And,  connecting  the  two 
facts,  that  a  dangerous  rebellion  subsists  in 
Ireland,  and  that  a  part  of  the  militia  is 
the  force  that  can  best  be  spared  for  the 
assistance  of  Ireland,  I  must  support  the 
present  measure.    My  Lords,  were  noble 
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lords  in  earnest^  when  they  said  that  by 
this  measure  Parliament  would  break  its 
faith  with  the  people  ?  My  Lords,  I  do  not 
deny,  that  such  acts  of  Parliament  as  the 
militiar-laws,  are,  in  a  certain  sense  and  to 
a  certain  degree,  contracts  between  the  go* 
vemment  and  the  subject :  But,  my  Lords^ 
I  do  maintain  that  the  first  of  all  con* 
tracts  between  any  government  and  the 
subject  is  the  preservation  of  the  constitu- 
tion, of  the  independence  of  the  state, 
and  the  liberties  of  the  people :  This  is 
that  to  which  first  and  most  of  all  the  faidi 
of  government  is  pledged:  This  is  the 
first  paramount  contract ;  all  other  con« 
tracts  are  subordinate  to  this,  and  must 
give  way  to  it;  all  the  ordinary  operar- 
tions  of  the  laws  must  be  suspended,  when 
that  great  article  of  public  faith  the  con- 
servation of  the  public  safety  cannot  bQ 
kept  without  the  infringement  of  tliem. 
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My  LordS)  we  are  at  this  moment  under 
that  necessity^ — ^a  necessity  which  from 
time  to  time  has  arisen  in  all  governments ; 
and  under  it  all  governments  resort  to  some 
extraordinary  means  of  preservation.  All 
the  different  ways  that  may  be  taken  may 
be  reduced,  I  think,  to  two  general  divi- 
sions. The  one  is  that  method  which  a 
coarse  policy,  as  I  think  it,  suggested  in 
the  ancient  democracies;  which  was  to 
erect  a  temporary  despotism, — ^to  set  up 
a  chief  magistrate  who  should  be  relea^ 
8ed  from  all  the  ordinary  restrictions  of 
the  laws,  and  have  authority  to  do  what- 
ever his  own  discretion  might  advise  for 
averting  the  danger  of  the  moment.  'Thisr 
was  what  the  Roman  republic  did  when 
it  created  a  dictator,  or  invested  the  con- 
suls with  dictatorial  powers ;  whenever  the 
Senate  came  to  the  awful  vote  "  Caveant 
consules  ne  quid  detrimenti  respublica  ca- 

N 


194 

plat'"  "The  other,  the  gentler  and  the  bet- 
ter way,  IS  that  which  we  now  take,— that 
the  Legislature  itself  should  by  its  own 
act,  in  times  of  great  danger,  suspend  those 
particular  restrictions  of  the  laws  which  fet- 
ter the  executive  government  in  the  exer* 
tions  which  the  crisis  may  demand.  Up^ 
on  these  principles,  my  Lords,  I  shall  agree 
to  the  original  motion  of  the  noble  Secret 
tary  of  State,  and  vote  against  the  amoid^ 
ment  offered  by  the  noble  earL"' 


UPON  THE  BILL  TO  REGULATE  THE  SLAVE- 
TRADE,  WITHIN  CERTAIN  LIMITS; 

July  5,  1799. 


A.  BILL  having  been  brought  into  Farlia* 
ment  to  prohibit  the  trading  in  slaves  on 
the  coast  of  Africa  within  certain  limits, 
the  same  was  debated  in  a  committee  on 
the  5th  July  1799;  when  the  Bishop  of 
Rochester  supported  the  bill  by  the  fol- 
lowing arguments. 


**  MY  LORDS, 


^^  I  hope  I  shall  not  trespass 
too  long  upon  your  time;  as  I  mean  to 
confine  myself,  as  far  as  the  course  the  de- 
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ijate  has  taken  will  permit,  to  the  narrow 
limits  of  the  question  which  is  immediate^ 
ly  before  the  House — ^the  bill  upon  the 
table;  a  subject  quite  distinct  from  the 
general  question  of  abolition.  Not,  my 
Lords,  that  my  mind  shrinks  from  the  di£- 
ficulty  and  magnitude  of  that  general  ques- 
tion :  The  time,  I  trust,  is  at  no  great  dis- 
tance, when  I  shall  rise  before  your  Lord- 
ships to  arraign  the  injustice  and  impolicy 
of  that  nefarious  trafiick; — injustice,  my 
Lords,  which  no  considerations  of  policy 
cuan  extenuate ;  impolicy,  equal  in  degree 
to  the  injustice.  And,  my  Lords,  I  shall 
not  be  deterred  from  going  openly  into 
this  discussion,  from  the  danger  supposed 
to  attend  the  measure,  and  the  very  agita- 
tion of  the  question,  at  this  season,  arisinje 
from  the  paiticular  complexion  of  the 
times.  I  know  well,  my  Lords,  that  the 
advocates  for  the  slave-trade  liave  long 
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endeavoured  to  represent  the  <  project  of 
abolition  as  a  branch  of  Jacobinism ;  with 
which,  my  Lords,  it  is  no  more  connected 
than  it  is  with  the  religion  of  the  Fersees. 
My  Lords,  we  who  contend  for  the  abo- 
lition proceed  upon  no  visionary  notions 
of  equality  and  imprescriptible  rights  of 
men  ;  we  strenuously  uphold  the  gra* 
dations  of  civil  society:  But  we  do  in- 
deed, my  Lords,  affirm,  that  those  grada- 
tions both  ways,  both  ascending  and  de- 
scending, are  limited.  There  is  an  exor- 
bitance of  power  to  which  no  good  king 
will  aspire ;  and  there  is  an  extreme  con* 
dition  of  subjection  to  which  man  cannot 
without  injustice  be  degraded;  and  this, 
we  say,  is  the  condition  of  the  African 
carried  away  into  slavery.  But,  my  Lords, 
as  to  any  danger  attending  the  measure  of 
abolition  at  this  particular  season,  I  shall 
contend,  when  that  question  comes  before 
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jovLj  that  the  danger  is  all  on  the  other 
aide ;  that  the  present  times  imperioualy 
demand  the  abolition ;  that  the  continue- 
ance  of  the  slave-trade  threatens  new  and 
increased  dangers  to  civil  society ;  and  that 
the  continuance  of  it,  rather  than  the  abo- 
lition,  is  to  be  dreaded,  aa  a  probable  means 
of  setting  a  new  edge  upon  the  reeking 
knife  of  St  Domingo. 

*^  But,  mj  Lords,  this  is  not  to  the  pre- 
sent purpose ;  the  question  of  abolition  i» 
not  before  you  :  The  present  bill  is  only 
to  abolish  the  trade  upon  a  certain  portion 
of  that  coast  on  the  whole  of  which  it  is 
at  present  Exercised ;  in  order  to  remove 
certain  obstacles  which  the  slave-trade  car- 
ried on  upon  that  part  of  the  coast  throws 
in  the  way  of  the  colony  of  Sierra  Leone. 
My  Lords,  the  part  of  the  coast  upon 
which  the  bill  prohibits  the  trade  is  de- 
scribed to  be  that  which  lies  west  of  a  line 
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drawn  due  north  firom  the  southernmost 
part  of  Cape  Falmas.  Cape  Falmas,  your 
liOrdships  know,  is  a  point  upon  the  coast 
of  Africa,  where  the  Grain  Coast  on  the 
west  and  the  Tooth  Coast  on  the  east  meet 
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in  an  angle.  It  lies  in  the  latitude  of  five 
degrees,  at  least  above  four  and  a  half  de- 
grees, north ;  and,  as  the  coast  is  laid  down 
by  D'Anville,  as  nearly  as  may  be  under 
the  meridian  of  Gibraltar ;  but,  according 
to  the  new  map  made  by  Major  Rennell 
from  Mr  Park's  Travels,  it  lies  about  two 
and  a  half  degrees  west  of  the  meridian  of 
Gibraltar ;  and  of  course,  the  line  drawn 
due  north  from  this  Cape  strikes  into  th^ 
ocean  again  a  very  little  to  the  north  of 
Cape  Blanco.*      This  bill  therefore,  my 


*  Not  that  Cape  Blapco  vUch  is  generally  considered  as 
the  norUieminQst  limit  qf  the  British  slavertrade ;  but  ano* 
fher,  much  farther  to  the  north,  upon  the  coast  of  Fez,  and 
^Mily  upon  the  parallel  of  the  island  of  Porto  Santo. 
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Lords,  goes  to  prohibit  the  trade  complete- 
ly upon  the  whole  of  what  is  called  the 
Windward  Coast.  I  believe  that  the  ex* 
tent  of  the  coast  which  the  bill  will  cut  off 
was  fairly  enough  stated,  by  the  witnesses 
against  the  bill,  to  be  three  hundred  leagues 
or  more,  and  to  make  about  one  third  of 
the  whole  coast  on  which  British  ships  ex- 
ercise the  trade. 

*^  But,  my  Lords,  we  are  not  to  conclude 
that  this  bill,  interdicting  the  trade  on  one 
third  of  the  whole  extent  of  coast,  goes  to 
extinguish  one  third  part  of  the  trade ;  it 
is  no  such  thing,  my  Lords :  The  propor-* 
tion  of  the  trade  that  will  be  abolished  by 
this  bill  will  be  very  inconsiderable  indeed^ 
— -I  believe,  indeed,  nothing;  for,  my  Lords, 
though  the  prohibited  district  is  one  third 
part  of  the  whole,  the  proportion  of  slaves 
from  this  part  of  the  coast  is  very  small 
indeed* 


rf^. 


* 
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^^  Mr  Olderman  told  your  Liordships, 
that  before  the  war  it  was  one  third  part  of 
the  whole ;  Mr  Branker  said  that  it  was 
about  one  fourth  part :  But  now,  my  Liords, 
at  the  present,  it  is  so  reduced  as  to  be 
not  more  than  one  twentieth  part.  Mr 
Branker  says,  the  whole  number  of  slaves 
now  exported  in  a  year  from  the  coast  of 
Africa  is  fifly-six  or  fifly-seven  tliousand  j 
and  that  of  these,  not  more  than  four  thou-* 
sand  are  taken  from  the  Windward  Coast : 
Aflerwards,  I  think,  he  came  down  to  three 
^  thousand  as  the  number  from  the  Wind- 
^  ward  G)ast ;  and  by  putting  together  all  the 

evidence, — I  shall  not  argue  over  again  in 
detail  what  has  been  so  clearly  stated  by 
the  noble  Secretary  of  State  j  but  putting 
all  the  evidence  together,  there  is  no  rea- 
son to  think  that  the  number  now  taken 
from  the  Windward  Coast  in  the  year  is 
more  than  two  thousand:    However,  my 


SOS 

Xxirdsy  I  will  take  it  at  three  thousand,  th^ 
mean  between  Mr  Branker's  greatest  num-r 
ber  and  my  least;  and  then  your  Lord* 
ships  see,  the  total  being  by  Mr  Branker^s 
evidence  fifty-six  or  fifty-seven  thousand^ 
the  share  of  the  Windward  Coast  will  be 
very  nearly  one  twentieth.  One  twentiefli 
therefore,  my  Lords,  is  the  utmost  propor-> 
tion  of  the  trade  which  this  bill  will  abo-* 
lish.  But,  my  Lords,  I  say  it  will  not  do 
so  much  as  that ;  it  will  not  abolish  an 
atom  of  the  general  trade. 

^^  The  witnesses  have  said  that  the  re* 
duction  of  the  trade  upon  the  Windward 
Coast  has  been  owing  to  the  war.  I  do 
not  believe  it :  There  are  many  facts,  in 
the  comparison  of  the  slave-trade  of  this 
country  with  that  of  other  nations,  whidi 
prove  that  the  war  can  have  had  no  sucb 
operation.  But,  my  Lords,  from  some 
cause  or  other,  and  I  care  not  from  what. 
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the  trade  upon  the  Windward  Coast  ha^ 
been  reduced  almost  to  nothing.  But,  my 
Ijordsy  it  appears  from  the  evidence  (from^ 
tlfe  evidence  against  the  bill ;  for  upon  that 
I  btdld  my  whole  argument),  that,  whilst 
the  trade  has  been  thus  sinking  upon  the 
Windward  Coast,  it  has  been  growing  upon 
the  Leeward ;  for  the  whole  annual  num- 
ber of  fifty-six  or  fifty-seven  thousand  very 
greatly  exceed?  the  total  of  the  annual  exr- 
port  before  the  reduction  on  the  Windward 
Coast  Now,  my  Lords,  since  I  find  in  fact, 
that  the  reduction  upon  the  Windward  Coast, 
from  whatever  cause  it  has  proceeded,,  has 
been  accompanied  with  such  an  increase  of 
the  trade  in  the  other  part  as  lias  vastly 
overbalanced  the  deficit  from  that  reduc^ 
tion, — have  I  not  a  right  to  conclude,  that 
any  fiirther  diminution  which  may  be  pro-» 
duced  to  windward  by  this  bill  will  be  more 
than  overpaid  by  an  increase  upon  the  uur 
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prohibited  parts ;  and  so  the  total  of  the 
trade  will  remain  at  least  undiminished  ? 
My  I>ordSy  if  this  be  a  just  conclusion,-— and 
I  am  sure  it  is  the  just  and  necessary  ocSb- 
elusion  from  the  evidence, — if  any  policy 
— the  contrary  is  my  opinion  j  but  if  any  po- 
licy persuade  the  continuance  of  the  trade^ 
there  is  nothing  in  this  bill  contrary  to 
such  policy ;  for  this  bill  leaves  the  trade, 
in  its  generality,  such  as  it  finds  it 

"  My  Lords,  if  any  humanity  calls  for 
the  continuance  of  the  trade  (for  such  an 
argument  has  been  attempted),  this  bill 
cramps  not  the  generous  efforts  of  that  hu«- 
manity;  for  not  a  slave  less,  upon  the 
whole,  will  be  taken  in  the  year  from  one 
part  or  another  of  Africa. 

"  My  Lords,  I  heard  with  joy  and  satis- 
faction the  statement,  made  by  great  au- 
thority, of  the  prosperity  of  the  West  India 
Islands :    I  rejoice  that  the  empire  posses- 
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ses  such  a  fund  of  wealth  in  that  quarter* 
But,  my  Lords,  if  the  prosperity  of  the 
West  India  Islands  is  at  all  connected  witl& 
the  slave-trade, — if  it  depends  upon  the 
numbers  annually  exported  from  Africa,— 
it  will  not  be  in  the  smallest  degree  endan« 
gered  by  this  bill ;  by  which  the  slave-trade 
will  not  be  affected,  the  numbers  will  not 
be  abridged.  And  so  the  West  India  plants 
ers  themselves  seem  to  think,  by  the  per- 
fect indifference  they  have  shown  about 
this  bill.  Do  your  Lordships  imagine  you 
have  had  the  great  body  of  West  India 
planters  at  your  bar,  petitioning  against 
the  bill  ? — No  such  thing,  my  Lords.  We 
had  something  like  a  petition  from  the 
single  island  of  Jamaica :  The  gentleman 
residing  here  in  the  character  of  agent  for 
that  island  presented  a  petition  against  the 
bill.  A  learned  counsel  appeared  for  that 
petition  at  the  bar,  and  he  produced  wit^ 


liesses :  Anci  much  was  I  astonished  at  the 

tort  of  witnesses  he  produced, — I  was  quite 

puzzled  with  it.      Three  witnesses  were 

Called;     The  first  was  a  gentleman  nHp 

told  your  Lordships  he  had  resided  in  Ja^ 

maica  twenty  years :    He  had  an  estate  of 

his  own;    and  he  managed  some   other 

estates :    For  his  own  estate,  he  had  pur^ 

chased,  in  the  twenty  years,  two  hundr^ 

slaves  in  all ;  and  of  these  two  hundred, 

eleven  were  purchased  as  slaves  from  the 

Windward  Coast ;  but  he  was  cheated  in 

two  of  them,  for  two  of  the  eleven  turned 

out  not  to  be  from  the  Windward  Coast : 

He  had  therefore  purchased  in  all,  in  the 

space  of  twenty  years,  nine  slaves  from 

the  Windward  Coast,  and  no  more.     This 

seemed  to  me  an  extraordinary  evidence  to 

prove  the  importance  of  the  import  from 

the  Windward  Coast  to  the  island  of  J»» 

maica.     The  second  of  thef  three  witaessev 
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bad  resided  some  time  in  Jamuca,  not  as  k 
planter,  but  as  a  merchant :  He  had  re*- 
sided  in  that  part  of  the  island  where  he 
ttjd  the  least  opportunity  of  acquiring  any 
knowledge  of  the  import  j  for  he  resided 
in  the  north  part  of  the  island :  He  had 
been  concerned  in  the  sale  of  three  car^- 
goes,  and  no  mote ;  and  from  what  part  of 
the  coast  of  Africa  the  slares  sent  to  Ja^ 
maica  might  come,  or  what  proportion 
might  come  &om  the  Windward  Coast,  be 
told  your  Lordsmps  plainly  he  knew  no- 
thing. The  last  witness  of  the  three  was 
called  only  to  prove  the  present  average 
price  of  a  prime  slave  in  the  island  of  Ja* 
maica ;  and  he  was  not  asked  a  single 
question  about  the  import. 

**  My  Lords,  I  was  very  much  astonish- 
ed at  this  sort  of  evidence.  One  witness 
proved  that  the  proportion  of  Windward 
slaves  purchased  by  Um  was  next  to  no- 
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thing ;  and  a  second  could  give  your  Lord-* 
ships  no  information  at  all  upon  the  sub- 
ject of  the  import ;  and  the  third  was  not 
called  to  that  point  I  very  much  susp||j^ 
ed  some  mystery  lay  at  the  bottom  of  this. 
My  Lords,  the  mystery  was  soon  cleared 
up,  when  the  log-books  were  exhibited; 
for  by  them  it  appears  that  the  slaves  from 
the  Windward  Coast  in  general  are  not 
carried, to  Jamaica,  but  to  other  islaEnds; 
and  one  of  the  slave-captains,  when  he 
spoke  of  the  preference  given  to  the  Wind- 
ward Coast  slaves,  excepted  the  island  of 
Jamaica, — where,  he  said,  the  slaves  from 
Bonney  are  preferred.  My  Liords,  they  are 
so  much  preferred,  that  the  Jamaica  plant- 
ers refuse  the  Windward  Coast  cargoes; 
they  will  not  take  slaves  from  the  Wind- 
ward^ if  they  can  procure  tliose  of  another 
part  The  island  of  Jamaica,  thereforei 
is  not  at  all  interested  in  the  event  of  this 
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bill,  since  the  trade  which  it  will  cut  off 
makes  no  part  of  the  supply  of  that  island  ^ 
and  jet  this  island  of  Jamaica,  which  can- 

«in  any  way  be  affected  by  the  bill,  is 
only  one  of  the  West  India  Island* 
that  has  petitioned  against  it  My  Lords, 
J  have  a  right  to  conclude,  that  the  great 
body  of  the  West  India  planters  are  not 
Averse  to  this  bill ;  and  if  they  are  not 
adverse  to  it,  it  must  be  because  they  ^are 
sensible  that  their  supply  will  not  be  di- 
minished by  it 

"  Then,  my  Lords,  for  the  good  towij  of 
Liverpool, — if  the  prosperity  of  Liverpool 
depends  upon  the  slave-trade,  it  will  not 
he  affected  by  this  bill ;  which  wiU  leave 
the  slave-trade,  in  its  total  amount,  just  as 
it  found  it. 

■  ^ 

"  But  your  Lordships  have  been  told 
tluit  this  bill,  professing  only  to  abolish 
the  trade  within  certain  limits,  in  effect 
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will  destroy  the  whole  trade,  by  the  dif- 
ficulties which  will  be  laid  upon  it;  for 
it  is  pretended,  that  ships  cannot  trade 
even  to  the  Leeward  Coast  without  taUMk 
in  provisions  upon  the  Windward  Coasts 
My  Lords,  the  answer  is  very  short  and 
very  plain :  I  shall  state  it  very  briefly^ 
for  it  has  been  well  stated  in  detail  by  the 
noble  Secretary  of  State.  Tlie  answer  is, 
my  Lords,  first,  that  if  the  allegation  w^e 
true,  that  provisions  must  be  taken  in  iip^ 
on  the  Windward  Coast,  this  bill  forbids 
not  but  that  any  ship  may  stop  upon  the 
Windward  Coast  for  the  purpose  of  taking 
in  provisions  j  but,  secondly,  my  Lords,  the 
allegation,  though  made  by  witnesses  upon 
oath,  is  false — absolutely  false,  my  Lords ; 
The  oaths  of  these  witnesses  are  falsified 
by  the  deposition  of  the  log-books.  A 
ship's  log-book,  your  Lordships  know,  19 
the  authentic  record  of  the  occurrences 
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of  her  voyage,  which  must  bear  down  all 
other  evidence ;  and  by  the  log-books  up- 
on the  table,  or  rather  by  an  extract  from 
IP^  log-books,  given  in  by  consent  by  the 
counsel  on  both  sides,  it  appears,  that  out 
of  one  hundred  ships  which  sailed  from  the 
port  of  Liverpool  to  the  Leeward  Coast 
in  the  years  1791  and  1797,  one  ship  only 
— ^yes,  my  Lords— otie  ship  only  out  of  one 
hundred  took  in  provisions  upon  the  Wind- 
ward Coast 

"  So  much  for  that  part  of  the  case. 
Again,  it  is  pretended,  that  the  bill  prohi- 
bits the  trade  in  that  part  where  it  may  be 
prosecuted  with  the  greatest  advantage  j 
that  the  time  of  the  voyage  from  the  Wind- 
ward Coast  to  the  west  is  shorter  in  a  very 
great  proportion  than  the  time  of  the  pas- 
sage from  the  Leeward  Coast ;  and  that,  in 
consequence  of  the  brevity  of  the  voyage. 


s. 


the  mortality  is  less  ^nd  the  slaves  u^v^ 
in  better  health.  This,  my  Lords,  woid4* 
be  a  consideration  of  great  import^nc^ 
were  it  true;  but  it  is  all  pretence 
fiction.  My  Lords,  in  exposing  the  tfihi^ 
hood,  I  shall  not  avail  myself  in  argumeni 
of  the  vile  deception  which  these  witnech* 
ses  upon  oath  audaciously  attempted  <)^ 
practise  upoa  this  H^use,  by  smuggUng' 
the  time  of  the  tedious  delay  upon  ^h^ 
Windward  Coast  to  collect  the  cargoes* 
The  cargoes  are  not  collected  but  in  a  long 
time  upon  tJbe  Windward,-~upon  the^  lee- 
ward Coast  they  are  completed  presently;' 
a:nd  when  the  time  of  detc^ition  upon  the 
coast  is  added  to  the  time  of  the  Middle^ 
Passage,  the  voyage  from  the  Wiudwaid 
turns  out  to  be  tlie  longest  of  the  two ;  aod^ 
if  the  quickest  voyages  are  the  most  heal- 
thy, the  voyages  from  the  Leeward,  as  lk» 
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noble  Secretary  of  State  most  justly  argued, 
ought  to  be  the  healthiest  But,  my  Lords 
I  wave  this ;  I  will  take  the  comparative 
lljjjgtihi  of  the  voyage  (I  mean  the  length  in 
time)  as  they  themselves  have  stated  it ; 
and  I  wiU  show  your  Lordships,  that  this 
pretended  healthmess  of  the  passage  from 
ikte  Windward  Coast  is  all  a  fallacy.  My 
Lords,  I  assert, — confidently  and  hardily  I 
make  the  assertion,  and  I  challenge  con- 
futation ;  let  any  one  who  will  take  the 
trouble  to  follow  me  in  the  calculations 
upQn  which  I  am  abqfK  to  enter  confute  me 
if  he  can,-~-I  do  assert^  my  Lords,  that  the 
very  healthiest  of  their  ships  are  nothing 
better  tban  pestilential  gaols  !  I  assert, 
that  in  tha  healthiest  of  their  ships,  upon 
theit  shortest  passages,  the  rate  of  morta- 
bty  is  enormous — ^the  waste  of  hutriah  life 
prodigious,   ittoiAtrous,    i^ocking  to  the 
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imagination!  This,  inyJLordis,  I  assert; 
and  I  wiU  prove  my  assertion  by  their  own 
statements. 

'^  My  Lords,  Mr  Robert  Hume  m|||||^ 
several  voyages  from  different  parts  of  the 
coast  of  Africa  to  the  West  Indies ;  and 
he  has  given  his  account,  upon  his  oath, 
of  the  time  of  each  voyage,  the  total  of  hia 
cargo,  and  the  number  of  the  deaths  in 
each.  My  Lords,  in  the  year  1792,  Mr 
Robert  Hume  made  a  nroyage  from  tibe 
Windward  Coast  to  Januuca.  He  made 
it  in  thirty^three  dl|p^;  be  shipped  upon 
the  coast  of  Africa  two  hundred  and  sixtj^ 
five  slaves ;  and  twenty-three  died  in  the 
Middle  Passage.  Twenty-three,  my  Lonkl 
out  of  two  hundred  and  sixty-five,  in  thirtyr 
three  days.  Tliirty-three  days  are,  as  near^ 
ly  as  may  be,  one  eleventh  of  a  year ;  ^d 
eleven  times  twenty-three  is  two  hundred 
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and  fifty-three ;  and  this  would  have  been 
his  loss  by  death,  had  the  passage  lasted  a 
whole  year, — two  Tiundred  and  fifty-three 
0^  of  two  hundred  and  sixty-five :  The 
man  would  have  lost  within  a  very  few  of 
I)is  whole  cargo. 

"  Now,  my  Lords,  your  Lordships  know, 
that  the  importation  of  slaves  above  the 
age  of  twenty-five  is  prohibited,  in  the  West 
Indies,  by  the  colonial  laws.  I  must  there- 
fore assume,  that  this  cargo  of  Mr  Robert 
Hume's,  and  other  cargoes  which  I  shall 
have  occasion  to  mention,  was  composed 
of  persons  not  above  the  age  of  twenty-five 
years.  My  Lords,  in  this  town  of  Lon- 
don, the  rate  of  mortality,  by  the  most  ap- 
proved  tables  which  all  calculators  use,  is 
not,  at  the  age  of  twenty-five,  more  than 
seventeen  in  one  thousand  in  the  year: 
Out  of  one  thousand  persons  living,  of  the 
age  of  twenty-five,  seventeen  ^nd  no  fnore 
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die  in  the  town  of  London  ifl  a  year  ;-*-ift 
Mr  Hume's  ship,  two  hundred  and  fifty- 
three,  my  Lords,  out  of  two  hundred  find 
sixty-five.*  # 

"  My  Lotds,  in  the  year  17^^,  Mr  Ro- 
bert  Hume  made  a  voyage  froto  the  GUsid 
Coast  to  St  Viftcent's.  The  mortality  was 
nothing  like  that  of  thfe  foritoer  t^oyagfe': 
And  this  is  one  curious  instance,  in  confir-f 
mation  of  what  was  argned  by  the  noblef 
Secretary  of  State,  that,  when  the  deposi-^ 
tions  of  these  gentlemen  are  properfy  cdf- 
rected,  by  supplying  material  circumafianees 
which  they,  witnesiS^s  upon  oath,  coflceal* 

'IS 

ed,  the  voyages  firom  the  Leeward  Coast 
turn  out  to  be  the  healthiest  So  it  Wats, 
thy  Lords,  upon  the  comparison  of  these 


*  Which  would  be  nine  hundred  and  fif^y-five  out  df  one 
tfaoQsand.  The  mortality  therefore  of  this  ship  was  to  tbe^ 
mortality  of  London  as  nine  hundred  and  fifVy-five  to  seren- 
teen,— that  is,  rather  more  than  as  fifty-six  to  one. 
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two  voydge*  of  Mr  Hume, — ^hi»  voyage  to 
J&maida  in  17^,  and  this  voyage  to  St  Vin- 
cent's in  1^95  :  The  latter,  though  from 
4he  L^et^^ard  Coast,  was  far  the  healthiest. 
And  yet,  even  in  this  healthier  voyage,  the 
rate  (t£  mortality  was  enormous.  The  car- 
go conidisted  of  ttl^o  hundred  and  fifteeti 
i^kves ;  the  veSftel  was  seven  weeks  and 
four  days  in  her  passage ;  and  the  deaths 
ih  that  time,  Mr  Hume  said, .  were  three^ 
or  four.  Three  or  four  died,  out  of  tWo 
hundred  and  fifteen,  in  seven  weeks  and 
fotir  days.  Seven  weeks  and  four  days 
nKake  about  one  Seventh  of  the  whole  year  j 
tfnd  seven  times  fliree  or  four  is  twenty-on6 
or  twenty-eight ;  the  mean,  in  round  num- 
bers, is  twenty-four  :  Twenty-four  there- 
fore  would  have  died  out  of  the  two  hun- 
dred and  fifteen,  if  the  ship  had  been  the 
whole    y6ar   upon  ibe   Middle   Passage: 
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Twenty-four  therefore  out  of  two  hundred 
and  fifteen*  was  the  rate  of  mortality  in 
this  ship  }  the  rate  at  London,  fbr  persons 
of  the  like  age,  being  only  seventeen  [in 
one  thousand* 

"  In  the  year  1796,  Mr  Hume  made  ih 
voyage  fi:om  Cape  Mount  to  Jamaica,  in 
thirty^ne  days.  ,  His  Mdiole  cargo  was 
t^o  hundred  and  thirty  ;  of  which  one 
only  died  in  the  J^iiddle  Passage.  One 
out  of  two  hundred  and  thirty  in  thirty-one 
days ;  again,,  my  Lords,  an  enormous  rate 
qf  mortality.  Take  the  thirty-one  days  as 
a  month;  Then  twelme  out  of  two  huiH 
dred  and  thirty  in  the  ytar  was  the  rate 


*  Twenty-fbur  out  of  two  hundred  and  fifteen  is  at  the 
rate  of  one  hundred  and  eleven  out  of  one  thousand :  There^r 
fore  the  mortality  of  this  ship  was  to  that  of  London  (at 
the  asvsumed  age  of  twenty-five)  as  one  hundred  and  eleven 
to  aeventeen,— of  as  six  and  a  half  to  one  nearly. 
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of  mortality  in  this  ship ;  instead  of  seven- 
teen  out   of  one  thousand,  the  London 

« 

rate.* 

"  I  shall  trouble  your  Lordships  with 
but  one  instance  more ;  and  that  shall  be 
the  instance  of  the  ship  Plumper  of  Liver- 
pool. Your  Lordships  are  already  well 
acquainted  with  the  story  of  the  Plumper. 
Your  Lordships  will  recollect, — it  is  in 
evidence, — that  there  is  a  great  peculiarity 
in  the  negro  constitution  ;  that  it  is  parti- 
cularly conducive  to  the  health  of  the  ne- 
gro to  be  close  shut  Up  in  foul  air.  Thia 
is  death  to  us  white^men,  as  we  know  by 
the  experiment  of  the  Black-Hole,  and 
other  tragical  instances ;  but  for  your  ne- 


*  Twelve  out  of  two  hundred  and  thirty  is  at  the  rate  of 
fifty-two  nearly  out  of  one  thousand  :  Therefore  the  mor- 
tality of  this  ship  was  to  that  of  London  as  fifly-two  to 
9eventeen,«p-that  is,  rather  more  than  thre^  to  one.     « 


230 

gro,  it  is  the  reverse :  Keep  him  but  hot 
enough,  he  will  always  do  well ;  and  the 
better,  the  more  you  try  to  stifle  him. 
Now,  my  Lords,  the  good  ship  Plumper 
was  built  upon  this  very  principle ;  and 
the  extraordinary  healthiness  of  her  voyage 
was  alleged  as  a  fact,  to  evince  the  folly  of 
the  regulations  we  have  made  to  prevent 
the  negro  from  being  poisoned  in  the  Mid- 
dle Passage,  as  we  idly  fear,  in  the  steams 
of  his  own  person.  In  the  Plumper,  care 
was  taken  that  the  slaves  should  have  no 
room  to  stir  or  breathe :  She  was  a  single- 
decked  ship  ;  and  the  height  in  the  hold 
Was  no  more  than  two  feet  seven  inches : 
In  this  vessel,  one  hundred  and  forty  slaves 
were  stowed  j  and  of  these  there  died  in- 
the  passage  only  two.  Two  out  of  one 
hundred  and  forty.  The  tim^  of  the 
passage  is  not  stated  in  Mr   Coxe's   ac- 
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count  :^  But  it  appears  th^t  the  vessel  was 
small, — I  think  not  exceeding  eighty-foufc 
tons  burden,  but  I  am  sure  under  ninety 
ton :  t  These  small  vessels,  your  Lordships 
know,  are  not  employed  in  the  Leewar4 
Coast  trade;  they  are  sent  only  to  the 
Windward  Coast :  I  have  a  right,  therefor^, 
to  assume,  that  this  ^niall  vessel  slaved  up- 
on the  Windward  Coast ;  and  I  shall  d^al 
very  fairly  by  her,  if  I  allow  for  the  tinje 
of  her  Middle  Passage  what  has  been  stated 
by  the  witnesses  to  be  the  average  time 
of  the  Middle  Passage  from  the  Windward 
Coast  to  the  West  Indies.  Now,  my  Lords, 
one  of  the  witnesses,  Mr  John  Olderman, 
an  experienced  slave-captain,  has  told  yoif^ 
that  the  passage  from  the  Isle  de  Los  to 


^  Thia  14  a  papiyr  given  in  at  tbe  bar,  aa  part  of  %ht  eyi?. 
dence  for  the  petitions  against  the  slave-carrying  bill ;  fi)^ 
IS  to  be  found  in  the  printed  minutes  of  tbat  ^yidfenoe* 

t  Eighty-four  was  the  tonnage. 
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and  they  say^  that  some  time  or  oth^i 
though  in  what  future  year  of  our  JjpTd 
they  cannot  tell,  a  peace  will  come ; .  aQ4 
when  the  peace  comes,  the  trade  upov  tbe 
Windward  Coast,  if  this  bill  should  not 
pass  into  a  law,  will  revive.  My  Lords,  I 
say^  that  at  best  this  is  but  prophecy  ;  and 
we  have  had  abundant  experience,  that 
when  these  gentlemen  pretend  to  prophet 
cy,  their  predictions  are  generally  fiedsified 
by  the  event :  But  I  say,  that  without  any 
revival  of  the  trade  upon  the  Windward^ 
which  I  hope  and  trust  will  never  be,  we 
have  the  highest  reason  to  believe  that  the 
deficit  apprehended  from  the  prohibitipus 
of  this  bill  will  be  more  than  made  up  by 
the  growth  of  the  trade  on  the  remainii^ 
part  of  the  coast.  Now,  my  Xx>rds,  sinc^ 
the  diminution  of  the  trade  upon  the  wlioig, 
by  the  operation  of  this  bill,  will  be  no- 
thing,— since  neither  the  interests  of  ihi^ 
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«lave-trade  itself,  nor  the  supply  of  tbe 
West  India  Islands,  nor  the  trade  of  Liver- 
pool^ can  possibly  be  affected  by  this  no- 
diminution, — since  the  inconveniences  ap- 
prehended from  the  proposed  limitation, 
by  reason  of  the  necessity  of  touching  at 
the  Windward  Coast  for  provisions,-^— since 
the  greater  length  of  the  Middle  Passage 
from  the  Leeward  Coast — the  greater  un** 
healthiness  of  the  voyage, — since  all  this  is 
mere  pretence,  falsehood,  fiction^  and  de- 
lusion,— I  ask  your  Lordships,  whether  the 
objects  of  the  Sierra  Leone  Company  are 
not  such  as  in  some  d^ee  merit  your  at^ 
tention  ? 

"  The  grand  object  of  the  Sierra  Leone 
Company  is  to  establish  a  fair  and  friendly 
commerce  with  the  Africans ;  and,  by  that 
means,  to  spsead  the  light  of  knowledge^ 
divine  and  human,  in  that  country,  and 
gradually  to  forward  its  civilization.     That 


these  objects  cannot  be  obtained  while  the 
slave-trade  is  carried  on  in  the  neighbour- 
hood of  the  colony,  is  manifest  Bj  exdu- 
ding  the  slave-trade  from  that  neigUbour- 
hood,  the  trade  itself  will  suffer  nothing ; 
the  benevolent  designs  of  the  Sierra  Leone 
Company  will  be  forwarded.  Much  paios 
have  been  used,  my  Lords,  to  make  this 
colony  contemptible ;  from  the  low  state  of 
their  finances,  the  narrow  extent  of  their 
trade,  and  the  little  progress  they  have 
hitherto  made  in  their  great  project  of  in- 
structing and  civilizing  Africa :  But,  my 
Lords,  when  I  consider  the  difficulties  tl«e 
Sierra  Leone  colony  has  had  to  struggle 
with,  my  wonder  is,  not  that  it  is  not  more 
flourishing,  but  that  it  exists  at  this  mo^ 
ment, — not  that  its  progress  is  so  smaU^ 
but  that  it  should  be  any  thing.  All  in<» 
fant  colonies  have  difficulties ;  but  the  dif- 
ficulties of  this  colony  liave  been  unusually. 
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great, — ^the  dreadful  sickness  which  in  the 
first  year  swept  off  so  many  of  the  first 
settlers;  the  destruction  and  pillage  of 
their  town  by  the  French ;  but  most  of  all, 
my  Lords,  die  untoward  materials  they 
had  to  work  upon,  in  the  formation  of  the 
colony  itself.  The  first  colonists  were  the 
blacks  from  Nova  Scotia :  These,  were  a 
set  of  people  of  the  very  worst  disposi- 
tions,— averse  to  labour,  debauched,  re- 
fractory, untractable :  My  Lords,  it  is  no 
small  argument  of  the  good  effects  that 
may  be  expected  from  this  colony,  that 
these  are  now,  by  the  good  management 
of  the  Company,  quite  an  altered  race,— 
sober,  industrious,  orderly.  But,  my  Lords, 
we  have  still  a  stronger  argument  of  what 
this  colony  may  do,  in  the  change  for  the 
better  which  in  some  small  degree  has 
taken  place  in  the  manners  of  the  slave- 
traders  in  their  neighbourhood.  My  Lords, 


ZZO 

it  is  easy  to  understand,  that  your  slave* 
trader  must  be  an  animal  more  difficult  to 
tame  than  the  mere  savage :  The  slaves 
trader  is  something  very  different  from  the 
savage  man  ;  he  is  the  man  barbarized^-**- 
not  untaught,  like  the  savage ;  but,  ac- 
quainted with  civil  life,  and  with  powers 
of  intellect  considerably  improved,  he  uses 
hfs  improved  intellect  only  to  be  the  slave 
of  his  avarice,  and  to  overpower  all  those 
generous  sympathies  of  our  nature  which 
might  be  obstacles  to  its  pursuits ;  he  has 
eradicated  in  his  own  bosom  all  the  vir- 
tuous feelings  of  the  savage ;  he  has  ifls^ 
bibed  all  that  is  evil  in  the  policy  of  dvil 
life.  Yet  the  Sierra  Leone  Company  has 
succeeded  in  somewhat  softening  the  loatb- 
some  asperity  of  the  manners  of  these  bait-*  ^ 
barians.  • 

^^  But,  my  Lords,  there  remains  cme 
principal  argument  brought  against   the 
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bill,  of  which  I  have  not  yet  taken  notice. 
However  inconsiderable  the  ntmber  of  the 

a   m 

slaves  may  be  of  which  it  will  deprive  the 
trade,  it  is  said  the  bill  will  deprive  it  of 
its  best  slaves;  and  in  this  respect,  the 
loss,  however  it  may  be  made  up  in  point 
of  number,  in  value  cannot  be  compensa* 
ted  by  the  supply  from  other  parts ;  for, 
with  the  exception  of  some  taken  from  the 
Gk>ld  Coast,  the  slaves  procured  upon  the 
Windward  Coast,  the  witnesses  say,  are  the 
very  best  of  all.  And  why  are  they  the 
best,  my  Lords  ? — ^They  are  the  best,  not 
only  because  they  are  the  healthiest  and 
the  strongest,  but  because  they  are  the  fit* 
test  for  field-labour ;  they  are  the  most 
tractable,  docile,  and  submissive ;  they  are 
easily  trained  to  many  parts  of  the  business 
of  a  ship  ;  they  easily  learn  the  use  of 
small-arms,  and  to  work  the  great-guns 
with  so  much  dexterity,  that  two  of  th^ 
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slave-captains  have  told  jour  Lordships 
they  have^^iRight  their  ships  with  cargoes 
of  these  slaves.  One  of  the  two,  in  1796, 
commander  of  the  Jemmy  of  Liverpool, 
with  only  eight  white  men  aboard,  but  with 
two  hundred  and  nineteen  slaves  from 
Cape  Mount,  engaged  a  French  privateer, 
and  beat  her  off.  The  other,  in  1779,  his 
ship's  company  being  forty-two  whites, 
with  one  hundred  and  fifty  Windward 
Coast  slaves  in  arms,  chased  a  large  French 
privateer  into  Aux  Cayes,  in  St  Domingo ; 
when  another  ship  of  the  enemy,  of  equal 
force,  lay  a  few  miles  to  leeward.  My 
Lords,  while  these  Africans  were  upon 
military  duty,  they  were  permitted  to  as- 
sume the  appearance  of  men  and  of  sol- 
diers ;  they  were  armed  and  dressed  like 
the  other  men  :  What  became  of  them, 
my  Lords,  when  the  service  was  perform- 
ed  ? — My  Lords,  they  were  divested  of  the 
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arms  which  they  had  so  bravely  used  in  the 
defence  of  the  ships  of  this  country  against 
the  King's  enemies ;  they  were  divested  of 
their  clothing;  they  were  stripped  stark 
naked,  my  Lords, — these  men,  who  had 
saved  our  vessels  from  the  enemy !  they 
were  exposed  to  sale,  naked  slaves,  in  the 
slave-markets  of  the  West  Indies !  My 
Lords,  wliat  were  your  feelings  when  this 
shameful  tale  was  told?  I  will  tell  your 
LfOrdships  what  my  feelings  were — what 
they  are  at  this  moment :  I  would  rather 
have  been  one  of  the  Africans  which  were 
so  sold,  than  either  of  the  British  slave- 
captains  (I  lament,  my  Lords,  that  I  must 
call  them  Britons)  who  sold  their  valiant 
comrades  in  arms ! 

"  But,  my  Lords,  the  circumstance  to 
which  I  would  principally  direct  your  at- 
tention is  this, — this  fitness  for  field-labour, 
this  tractability,  this  docility  of  disposition, 
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these,  wherever  they  are  found,  are  certain 
marks  of  at  least  incipient  civilization ;  and 
the  Windward  Coast  slaves,  in  whom  these 
marks  of  incipient  civizilation,  by  the  tes- 
^mony  of  these  witnesses,  appear,  are  fox 
diat  reason  the  very  persons  whom  the 
slave-trade,  upon  its  own  principles,  ou^t 
to  spare.  My  Lords,  when  the  slave-trade 
attempts  to  defend  itself,  as  it  does,  upon 
the  ground  of  humanity,  it  is  upon  this 
pretence, — ^that  the  natives  of  Africa  are 
in  that  state  of  barbarism  from  which  it  is 
impossible  they  should  ever  spontaneously 
emerge  :  They  pretend,  therefore,  that  it 
is  charity  to  these  people  to  tear  them  from 
their  native  soil,  and  transport  them  to 
those  Hesperides  of  the  blacks,  where  their 
condition,  though  bad  enough,  will  yet  be 
something  better,  in  some  small  degree 
nearer  to  that  of  civil  life,  than  it  ever 
could  be  if  they  remained  in  their  own. 
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country.  My  Lords,  if  the  assiimption 
were  true,  I  know  not  that  the  conclusion 
would  be  just.  My  Lords,  a  learned  coun* 
sel  at  the  bar  took  upon  him  to  argue  the 
policy  of  public  measures ;  he  took  upon 
him  to  instruct  your  Lordships  in  your  le- 
gislative duty ;  he  admonished  your  Lord* 
ships  to  beware  how  you  would  attempt  to 
jBlter  by  force  the  moral  and  political  state 
of  man.  My  Lords,  I  agree  with  the 
learned  counsel  in  the  general  maxim ; — 
the  moral  and  political  state  of  man  is 
ordered  by  Providence ;  and  any  attempt 
of  man  forcibly  to  alter  and  amend  it  is  a 
presumptuous  interference  in  a  matter  that 
belongs  to  Providence :  But,  my  Lords, 
upon  the  slave-trade  I  charge  the  guilt  of 
that  presumption.  If  the  natives  of  Africa 
are  in  that  abject  state  of  barbarism  which 
the  slave-merchants  allege,  I  say  that  Pro* 
vidence  has  placed  them  in  it ;  and  what 


234 

has  the  slave-trade  to  do  with  His  dispensa* 
tions  ?  Whatever  the  present  condition  of 
these  Africans  may  be,  I  am  confident  that 
the  mercifid  God,  who  has  cast  their  pre- 
sent lot  so  low,  will,  in  his  own  good  time, 
without  the  interference  of  the  slave-trade, 
rai^e  them  to  the  full  state  and  dignity  of 
man.  Let  the  slave-trade  leave  die  work 
to  Him  ;  it  is  no  concern  of  theirs.  But  if 
the  plea  that  they  set  up  were  better  than 
it  is  as  applied  to  Africa  in  general,  their 
argument  fails  tliem  on  the  Windward 
Coast :  Tlie  slaves  procured  there  are  not 
in  the  state  of  hopeless  barbarism  they 
describe ;  by  their  own  showing,  among 
these  people  the  work  of  civilization  is  be^ 
gun.  And  think,  my  Lords,  how  far,  over 
what  a  length  of  country,  this  incipient  ci-> 
vilLzation  must  extend.  Tlie  slaves  pro*- 
cured  upon  this  Windward  Coast  are  not 
the  natives  of  the  coast  itself;   they  arq 
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brought  down  from  remote  parts  of  the  in- 
terior country.  The  witnesses  have  told 
your  Lordships,  that  these  people  reckon 
their  time  by  moons ;  and  describe  the 
time  that  they  are  travelling  to  the  coast 
as  five,  six,  seven,  and  sometimes  eignt 
moons ;  and  the  witnesses  guess  that  their 
rate  of  travelling  may  be  fifteen  miles  per 
day.  I  will  take  six  moons  as  the  time  of 
the  journey  ;  and  I  will  suppose  tliey  tra- 
vel only  twelve  miles  per  day :  Twelve 
miles  per  day,  for  six  months  together, 
makes  a  journey  of  two  thousand  one  hun- 
dred and  twenty-four  British  miles;  and 
so  many  British  miles,  upon  the  parallel 
of  the  middle  latitude  of  the  Windward 
Coast,  make  thirty-one  and  a  half  degrees 
longitude  ;  and  thirty-one  degrees  of  lon- 
gitude eastward  from  the  middle  of  the 
Windward  Coast  carry  us  into  the  very 
heart  of  Africa,  in  the  broadest  part.     And 


throughout  this  long  tract  of  country,  thii 
natives,  by  the  evidence  of  the  witnesaes 
themselves,  bear  the  marks  of  incipient  ci- 
vilization.  But,  m j  Lords,  by  the  relation 
of  Mr  Park,  on  which  I  relj  more  than  oq 
the  united  testimony  of  all  these  witneaaea, 
through  the  whole  extent  of  this  country^ 
civilization  is  much  more  than  incipient. 
Through  this  very  country  the  line  of  Mr 
Park's  journey  lay ;  and,  my  Lords,  yoa 
cannot  travel  half  a  day  with  Mr  Park,  in  tlie 
whole  route  from  Pisania  to  the  very  extre*  « 
mity  of  that  line,  but  you  find  all  the  way 

■ 

the  pleasing  vestiges  of  a  civilization  that 
has  already  made  some  progress,  and  ia 
heightening  every  step  you  go  the  farther 
you  get  inland  from  the  coast, — that  is,  the 
farther  you  recede  from  the  stage  on  which 
the  slave-trade  perpetrates  its  horrors.  My 
Lords,  Mr  Park  not  only  speaks  in  ganeral 
terms  of  the  growing  civilization  of  thesQ 
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people,  but  he  mentions  many  particulars, 
from  which  your  Liordships  may  form  your 
own  judgment.  My  Lords,  he  thus  de-- 
Bcribes   the    dress   of   the    Mandingoes : 

*  *^  Both  sexes  dress  in  cotton  cloth  of  their 
own  manufacture :  The  men  wear  a  loose 
frock  with  drawers  half-way  down  the  leg, 
sandals  on  their  feet,  white  cotton  caps  on 
their  heads ;  the  women,  a  petticoat  of  the 
wxne  material,  with  a  sort  of  mantle  cast 
over  the  shoulders."      My  Lords,  is  this 

•  the  duess  of  savages  ? — is  there  not  evi-- 
dently  a  degree  of  elegance  and  neatness 
in  it  ?  Speaking  of  their  manners,  he  says 
^  They  are  industrious  in  agriculture  and 
pasturage:  They  manufacture  cotton  cloths, 
and  coloured  leathers  }  they  smelt  iron ; 
they  smelt  gold ;  they  draw  gold  wire,  of 
which  they  form  various  ornaments."  My 
Lords,  are  these  the  occupations  of  bar*^ 
barians?    My  Lords,  they  are  not  desti-* 
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fttory  of  the  return,  my  Lords,  afler  an  ab- 
sence of  some  years !     His  brother  meets 
him  on  the  road,  and  brings  out  a  ain^ 
ing-man  to  sing  him  into  the  village ;  he 
brings  a  horse  to  mount  him  upon,  that  he 
may  enter  the  tovm  in  a  respectable  man* 
ner :     At  the  entrance  of  the  village,  his 
arrival  is  welcomed  by  a  concourse  of  the 
people ;  his  mother,  blind  with  age,  sup*- 
porting  her  tottering  steps  upon  her  8ta£^ 
is  led  out  to  meet  him;  the  crowd  re^ 
spectfuUy  make  way  for  her ;   she  shows 
the  strongest  emotions  of  joy  and  mater-! 
nal  affection,  when  she  is  satisfied,  by  feel*? 
ing  his  person  with  her  hands,  that  he  u 
indeed  her  very  son«     Mr  Park  concludes 
the  interesting  narrative  with  this  remark, 
that  ^^  from  this  interview  he  was  fully  con* 
vinced,  that  whatever  difference  there  is 
between  the  negro  and  European  in  the 
formation  of  the  nose  and  the  colour  of  tha 
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skin,  there  is  none  in  the  genuine  sympa* 
thies  and  characteristic  feeling  of  our  com- 
mon nature."  These,  my  Lords,  are  the 
people  which  the  slave-trade,  in  defiance 
of  its  own  principles,  makes  its  victims  on 
the  Windward  Coast, — ^because,  forsooth, 
they  are  the  best  of  slaves  !  Their  civili- 
zation is  already  in  its  progress,  and  needs 
not  the  assistance  of  the  slave-trade. 

"  My  Lords,  shall  I  be  told  "  Imagine 
what  civility  you  please,  slavery  is  the 
birth-right  of  the  African  j  and  we  remove 
him  only  from  slavery  in  one  place  to 
slavery  in  another?" — My  Lords,  slavery 
is  a  word  of  very  large  indefinite  meaning, 
comprehending  a  variety  of  conditions,  in 
&ct  very  different  from  one  another,  under 
a  common  name.  My  Lords,  I  believe  it 
really  is  the  case, — the  thing  is  so  repre- 
sented by  two  travellers  of  great  credit ;  by 
Mr  Watty  who  not  long  since  made  his 
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way  from  Sierra  Leone  into  the  Foolali 
Country  ;  and  just  now  by  Mr  Park,  wha 
has  penetrated  much  farther, — I  admit  that 
it  is  the  case,  that  in  that  part  of  Africa  of 
which  I  have  been  speaking,  not  more  than 
one  fourth  part  of  the  inhabitants  are  of 
free  condition  ;  the  other  three  fourths  are 
slaves.  But,  my  Lords,  of  what  sort  is  the 
African  slavery  in  Africa  ? — My  Lords,  it 
seems  at  this  moment  perfectly  analogous 
to  the  slavery  of  the  heroic  and  the  pa- 
triarchal ages ;  when  the  slave  and  the 
freeborn  lived  so  much  upon  a  footing 
that  you  could  hardly  distinguish  the  one 
from  the  other, — when  the  Princess  Nau- 
sicaa  took  a  part  in  the  labour  of  her  fe* 
male  slaves — and  the  slave-girls,  when  the 
common  task  was  finished,  were  the  play- 
mates  of  the  Princess,— when  Abraham's 
confidential  slave,  sent  to  choose  a  wife  for 
his  master's  eldest  son,  found  the  lady  de- 
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signed  by  Providence  to  be  joined  in  mar- 
riage to  so  great  a  man  as  Isaac,  in  the  la- 
borious office  of  drawing  water  for  her  fa- 
ther's cattle — and  the  slave  of  Abraham 
that  came  upon  this  happy  errand  was  re- 
ceived by  the  parents  of  the  bride  with  all 
the  respect  and  hospitality  with  which  they 
could  have  received  his  master.  My  Lords, 
the  indigenous  slavery  of  Africa  is  of  this 
kind.  The  witnesses  have  told  you,  that 
persons  not  well  acquainted  with  the  coun- 
try would  mistake  the  domestic  slaves  for 
free  persons  :  There  is  no  external  distinc- 
tion ;  they  are  dressed  alike,  they  are  fed 
alike,  they  are  lodged  alike,  and  they  are 
all  employed  alike ;  the  slave  is  not  treat- 
ed with  rigour  nor  punished  with  severity ; 
the  master  cannot  legaUy  sell  his  domestic 
slave,  unless  for  crime,  and  with  the  con- 
sent and  approbation  of  the  family.  This 
is  the  description  which  your  Lordships 
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have  received  of  the  African  slavery  from 
die  witnesses  examined  at  your  bar  upon 
the  present  occasion :  It  is  the  same  in 
substance  as  was  given  some  years  since 
by  different  persons  examined  before  the 
House  of  Commons ;  and  it  is  confirmed 
by  the  relations  of  Mr  Watt  and  Mr  Park* 
My  Lords,  it  is  absurd  to  compare  this 
sort  of  slavery  with  that  to  which  the  alave- 
trade  consigns  the  African  :  No  two  things 
can  be  more  unlike ;  they  agree  in  nothing, 
but  the  name. 

"  My  Lords/  I  have  trespassed  much 
longer  than  I  thought  to  do  upon  the  in« 
dulgence  of  the  House ;  and  I  could  wish 
to  abstain  entirely,  as  I  at  first  proposed, 
from  every  thing  relating  to  the  subject  of 
general  abolition,  without  any  immediate 
bearing  upon  the  particular  question  of 
.  this  bill.  But,  my  Lords,  an  argument 
was  set  up  at  the  bar,  and  applied  to  the 
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present  bill, — ^though,  in  my  jtidgtnent,  it 
more  belonged  tp  the  general  question, — of 
such  a  sort,  that  it  might  not  become  the 
holy  robe  I  wjear  were  I  to  let  it  pass  un- 
noticed. 

"  My  Lords,  the  learned  counsel  who 
replied  to  the  summing  up  of  the  learn- 
ed counsel  for  the  Sierra  Leone  Company 
said,  that  if  the  slave-trade  were  the  wicked 
sinful  thing  which  those  who  would  abolish 
it  conceive  it  to  be,  it  is  very  strange  there 
should  he  no  prohibition,  no  reprobation 
of  slavery,  in  the  Holy  Scriptures  either  of 
the  Old  or  New  Testament.  The  learned 
counsel  evidently  wished  your  Lordships 
to  conclude,  that  the  slav&*trade  is  at  least 
not  condemned,  if^  not  sanctioned,  by  re* 
ligion.  My  Lords,  that  learned  counsel 
has  studied  his  law-books  with  more  cri- 
tical accuracy  than  his  Bible,  or  he  never 
would  have  been  the  great  and  able  lawyer 
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that  he  is  ;  he  would  have  been  no  better 

lawyer  than  he  is  divine, — that  is  to  say, 

he  would  have  been  a  very  bad  one. 

^^  My  Lords,  the  sentiments  of  a  ri^t 

reverend  prelate,-  while  he  lived  a  dear 
and  valued  friend  of  mine,*  have  been  cit- 
ed in  this  night's  debate,  as  if  they  had  in 
some  degree  coincided  with  those  of  the 
learned  counsel  upon  the  subject    True  it 
is,  that  about  the  time  when  the  questioQ 
of  abolition  first  began  to  be  agitated,  the 
right  reverend  prelate  let  fall  something  in 
a  sermon,  about  a  danger  which  he  ap- 
prehended might  arise  from  exciting  the 
public  mind  upon  the  subject  of  the  slave* 
trade,  while  it  was  protected  by  the  laws^ 
and  while  the  matter  was  under  the  exa* 
mination  of  the  Privy  Council.     I  confess 


*  Dr  Samuel  Hallifax,  Lord  Biihop  of  Gloucbstsk,  mf* 
terwardfi  of  St  Asafh. 
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tiiat  I  never  saw  that  danger ;  and  I  am 
confident^  were  the  right  reverend  prelate 
among  us  now,  his  sentiments  upon  the 
scriptural  part  of  the  argument  would  not 
be  very  different  from  mine.  Be  that  as 
it  may,  I  am  confident,  that  in  what  I  am 
about  to  deliver  upon  that  subject,  I  shall 
have  the  concurrence  of  my  right  reverend 
brethren  near  me. 

"  My  Lords,  I  do  certainly  admit,  that 
there  is  no  prohibition  of  slavery  in  the 
Bible,  in  explicit  terms, — sudi  as  these 
would  be,  "  Thou  shalt  not  have  a  slave," 
or  *^  Thou  shalt  not  hold  any  one  in  slave- 
ry;'' there  is  no  explicit  reprobation  of 
slavery  by  name.  My  LfOrds,  if  I  were  to 
say  that  there  was  no  occasion  for  any 
duch  prohibition  or  reprolJ^tion,  because 
slavery  is  condemned  by  something  an- 
terior either  to  the  Christian  or  the  Mosaic 
dispensation,  I  could  support  the  assertion, 
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by  grave  authorities,— not  the  authorittes 
of  the  new-fashioned  advocates  of  the 
rights  of  men,— not  such  authorities  as 
Vattel  or  Tom  Payne.  My  Lords,  what 
is  the  definition  of  slavery  in  the  Impe- 
rial Institutes?—"  Servitus  est  constitu- 
tio  juris  gentium,  qua  quis  dominio  alieno 
contra  naturam  subjicitur/'  And  they  are 
called  slaves,  servi^  because  commanders 
were  accustomed  to  sell  prisoners  of  war, 
and  to  save,  servarcj  those  who  otherwise 
would  have  been  slain.  And  what  is  the 
comment  of  Vinius  upon  these  paragraphs  ? 
•*— That  among  Christians  this  ins£itution 
of  the  law  of  nations  is  not  in  use,  because 
"  The  law  of  charity  has  taught  Christians, 
that  captives  are  not  to  become  the  slaves 
of  the  captor^ ;  that  tliey  ought  not  to  be 
sold, — ought  not  to  be  compelled  to  hard 
labour,  nor  to  submit  to  many  other  things 
in  the  servile  condition/' 
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**  But,  my  Lords,  ia  truth  it  would  be 
.  very  extraordinary  if  the  Bible  contained 
any  such  prohibition  or  reprobation  of  slave- 
ry, in  terms,  as  tlie  learned  counsel  seems  to 
have  searched  for  in  it,  and  has  searched  for 
in  vain.  My  Lords,  the  Christian  religion 
is  an  institution  not  adapted  to  any  parti- 
cular nation,  to  any  one  age,  or  to  any  par* 
ticular  form  of  government ;  it  is  univer- 
sal, for  all  nations,  for  all  ages,  for  all  forms 
of  government  without  exception:  It  there- 
fore enjoins  nothing  and  prohibits  nothing 
but  what  is  universally  practicable  or  uni- 
versally omissible.  Now,  my  Lords,  slave^ 
ry,  though  certainly  contrary  to  the  nature 
of  man  in  its  perfection,  yet  is  one  of 
those  things,  which,  in  the  present  de- 
praved state  of  human  nature,  will  in  point 
of  fact, — slavery,  though  not  in  its  worst 
forms,  but  in  some  form  or  another,  will 
in  fact  always  exist  among  the  sons  of 
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men  J  it  will  perhaps  always  be  a  part, 
though  a  bad  part,  of  the  actual  condition 
pf  the  human  race.  Now,  my  Lords,  the. 
Christian  religion,  and  revealed  religion 
generally,  is  very  cautious  how  it  disturbs 
the  peace  of  the  world  by  sudden  and  vicK . 
lent  emendations  of  the  political  and  moral 
state  of  man :  It  gives  out  general  prin-r 
ciples,  which  will  work  an  amendment  by 
degrees ;  and  trusts  for  the  eradication  of 
moral  evil,  to  the  slow  and  silent  ope- 
ration of  those  general  principles*  But, 
my  Lords,  if  you  will  conclude,  that  whatr 
ever  is  not  expressly  prohibited  or  repro-* 
bated  in  the  Holy  Scriptures  is  sanction:* 
ed  by  them,  the  inference  will  be  extravap^ 
gant  and  dangerous.  My  Lords,  the  sab- 
ered history  records,  without  any  expres-; 
sion  of  disapprobation,  the  severities  ex-* 
ercised  by  King  David  upon  the  vanquish-;, 
cd  Ammonites,  when  he  put  them  undes 
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axes,  and  saws  of  iron,  and  harrows  of  iron, 
and  made  them  pass  through  the  bricks 
^ilns :     Would  your  Lordships  allow  it  to 
be  a  just  inference,  that  religion  sanctions 
generally  such  treatment  of  conquered  ene- 
mies?     Because    the    Christian    religion 
positively  enjoin s^  as  it  does  enjoin  most 
positively,  the  submission  of  the  individual 
to  the  existing  government,  be  it  what  it 
may,  or  in  what  hands  it  may, — would  your 
Lordships  infer,  that  the  Christian  religion 
gives  its  sanction  to  the  injustice  and  op- 
pressions of  Nero  and  Caligula  ?   Yet,  my 
Lords,  to  all  this  the  argument  goes,    if 
fiom  the  no-condemnation  of  any  thing  in 
holy  writ,  we  are  to  conclude  the  approba- 
tion of  it,  and  by  consequence  the  inno- 
cency  of  the  practice. 

"But,  my  Lords,  in  truth  I  may  wave 
iall  this :  I  might  concede,  if  the  thing  were 
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true,  without  prejudice  to  the  cause  of 
abolition,  that  religion  even  approves  the 
condition  of  slavery.  My  Lords,  the  ques- 
tion of  abolition  has  nothing  to  do  with 
the  question  whether  the  condition  of 
slavery  be  allowed  or  forbidden  by  re* 
ligion — whether  it  be  consistent  with  na- 
tural justice  or  contrary  to  it :  Upon  the 
question  of  abolition,  those  who  take  coni^ 
trary  sides  are  not  at  issue  about  the  right 
or  wrong  of  the  condition  of  slavery  ;  but 
we  are  at  issue  about  the  right  or  the 
wrong  of  certain  modes  or  means  that  are 
used  of  reducing  men  to  that  condition : 
Are  tlie  means  which  the  slave-trade  em- 
ploys  for  that  purpose  right  or  wrong  ?- 
Now,  my  Lords,  I  do  affirtn,  that  although 
the  learned  counsel  knew  not  where  to 
find  it, — ^positively  I  affirm,  that  the  New- 
Testament  contains  an  express  reprobation 


in  terms,  an  express  prohibition  of  the 
slave-trade  by  name^  as  sinful  in  a  very 
high  degree. 

"  The  apostle  St  Paul^  my  Lords,  in  the 

First  of  his  Epistles  to  St  Timothy My 

Lords,  the  Bible  is  to  be  treated  in  this 
House  with  reverence.  If  I  find  occasion, 
in  argument  upon  a  subject  like  the  pre- 
sent, to  quote  particular  Texts,  any  noble 
lord  who  may  think  proper  to  receive 
such  quotations  with  a  laugh  must  expect 

that  I  call  him  to  order. 1  was  saying, 

my  Lords,  that  St  Paul,  in  the  First  of 
his  Epistles  to  St  Timothy,  having  spoken ' 
of  persons  that  were  ^^  lawless  and  disobe-^ 
dient,  ungodly  and  sinners,  unholy  and  pro^ 
fane,"  proceeds  to  specify  and  distinguish 
the  several  characters  and  descriptions  of 
men  to  which  he  applies  those  very  ge- 
neral epithets  ;  and  they  are  these, — ^^  mur- 
derers of  fathers,  murderers  of  mothers. 
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man-slayers,  they  that  defile  themselves 
with  mankind,  men-stealers.^^  JVIan-steal- 
ing,  your  Lordships  see,  is  placed  by  the 
apostle  in  the  scale  of  crime  next  after 
parricide,  homicide,  and  sodomy.  Now 
what  is  man-stealing,  my  Lords?— is  it 
not  kidnapping  and  panyaring?  Your 
Lordships  then  cannot  doubt  that  this  text 
condemns  and  prohibits  the  slave-trade,  in 
one  at  least  of  its  most  productive  modes. 
But,  my  Lords,  I  go  farther :  I  maintain 
that  this  text,  rightly  interpreted,  con- 
demns and  prohibits  the  slave-trade  gene- 
rally, in  all  its  modes ;  it  ranks  the  slave- 
trade,  in  the  descending  scale  of  crime, 
next  after  parricide,  homicide,  and  sodomy. 
**  The  original  word  for  which  tlie  Eng- 
lish Bible  gives  "  men-stealers"  is  cby^^a- 
mii^fi^.  Our  translators  have  taken  the 
word  in  the  restricted  sense  which  it  bears 
in  the  Attic  law ;  in  which  the  iUti  etvigc^ 
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^tohtrfLii  was  a  criminal  prosecution  for  the 
specific  crime  of  kidnapping,  the  penalty 
of  which  was  death.  But  your  Lordships 
know^  that  the  phraseology  of  the  Holy 
Scriptures,  especially  in  the  preceptive  part, 
is  a  popular  phraseology;  and  my  noble 
and  learned  friend*  opposite  to  me  very 
well  knows,  that  ar^^axo^inc,  in  its  popular 
sense,  is  a  person  who  *Mleals  in  men/* 
literally  a  slave-trader :  That  is  the  Eng-. 
lish  word,  literally  and  exacdy  correspond- 
ing to  the  Greek,  t     That  noble  andleam«> 


♦  Lord  Thdrlow. 

-f  "  Who  will  there  be  to  sell  you  slaves,"  says  Poverty 
to  Chremulus,  in  the  <<  Plutus, "  Act  Second,  Scene  Fiflbj 
<*  when  the  other  will  have  money  in  plenty  as  well  as  you  ? " 
— <'  Some  merchant/'  replies  Chremulus,  <<  desirous  of  gain^ 
coming  from  Thessaly,  ^tt^k  vxii^an  ifi^M^oit^Sty  where  slave* 
traders  are  roost  numerous." — See  the  Scholiast  on  the  pas- 
•age. 

Much  has  been  said  in  defence  of  the  slave-trade  from 
the  example  of  antiquity.  The  fact  however  is,  tliat  the 
persons  who  carried  it  on  were  universally  infamous ;  for 
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ed  lord  knows  very  well,  that  the  Gredc 
word  is  so  explained  by  the  learned  gram- 
marian Eustathius,  and  by  other  grammi^ 
rians  of  the  first  authority.*  I  repeat  it 
therefore,  my  Lords,  once  more, — it  cannot 
too  often  be  repeated, — that  in  this  text  of 
Scripture  the  slave-trade  is  condemned  and 
prohibited  by  name,  as  a  thing  abominable 
in  the  sight  of  God,  and  wicked  in  the 
next  degree  to  sodomy. 

",My  Lords,  the  learned  counsel  with 
whose  argument  I  have  been  dealing  do- 
sed his  eloquent  oration  with  an  admoni- 
tion to  your  Lordships  to  beware  how  you 
are  persuaded  to  adopt  the  visionary  pro- 


Jui^irwitntf  *'  a  slave-trader,**  in  the  Greek  laDguage 
an  appellation  of  the  highest  infamy  and  reproach :  You 
could  not  call  a  man  a  worse  name. — Vide  Sckol.  Aristogh, 
Thesmoph.  lin.  825. 

•  Eustath.  ad  11.  H.  475. 
Schol.  Aristopk.  ad  Plut.  lia.  521  • 


^  257 

jects  of  fanaticism.  My  Lords,  I  know  not 
in  what  direction  that  shaft  was  shot ;  and 
I  care  not :  It  concerns  not  me ;  proudly 
conscious  as  I  am,  that  with  the  highest 
reverence  for  our  holy  religion — with  the 
firmest  conviction  of  its  truth — with  a 
deep  sense,  I  trust,  of  the  importance  of 
its  doctrines  and  its  prece^lfcs — ^the  general 
shape  and  fashion  of  my  life  bears  no- 
thing of  the  stamp  of  fanaticism.  But,  my 
Lords,  give  me  leave,  in  my  turn,  to  ad- 
dress a  word  of  serious  exhortation  to  your 
Lordships.  Beware,  my  Lords,  how  you 
are  persuaded  to  bury  under  the  opprobri- 
ous name  of  fanaticism  the  regard  which 
you  owe  to  the  great  duties  of  justice  and 
mercy ;  for  the  neglect  of  which,  if  you 
should  neglect  them,  you  will  be  answer- 
able at  that  tribunal  where  no  prevarica- 
tion of  witnesses  can  misinform  the  judge, 
c— where  no  subtilty  of  an  advocate,  miscall- 


mg  the  Dames  of  things, "  putting  e 
good  and  good  for  eril,  bitter  for 
and  sweet  for  bitter,' '  can  mislead  his 
ment. 


Tlie  bill  was  thrown  out,  by  a  majority 
of  seven. 


UPON  THE  ADULTERY  BILL ; 


May  23,  1800. 


.     n 


On  the  2d  of  April  1800,  Lord  Auck^ 
liAND,  after  expatiating  very  forcibly  and  elo- 
quently upon  the  enormous  increase  of  the 
vice  of  adultery,  and  the  perversion  as 
well  as  q.buse  of  many  divorce-bills  whidi 
bad  passed  the  Legislature  of  this  country, 
moved  to  bring  in  a  bill  to  prevent  any 
person  divorced  for  adultery  froni  inter? 
marrying  with  the  guilty  person.  The  bill 
was  accordingly  brought  in ;  and  upon  the 
third  reading,  on  the  23d  of  May,  a  very 
animated  debate  arose ;  in  which  the  Bishop 
pf  Rochester  thus  delivered  his  senti- 
pientSf  /* 
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"  MY  LORDS, 


"  It  may  seem  that  I  ought  to 
rise  with  great  diffidence  before  your  Lord- 
ships, after  the  admonition  I  have  received, 
from  a  noble  earl*  who  spoke  early  in  this 
night's  debate,  of  my  utter  incapacity  to 
form  any  judgment  in  a  matter  of  the  sort 
now  before  the  House.  But,  my  Lords,  I 
am  encouraged,  by  the  example  of  tl)e 
noble  and  learned  lord  upon  the  woolsack, 
and  by  the  example  of  a  right  reverend 
prelate  near  me ;  who,  notwithstanding 
tliey  were  equally  with  myself  included  in 
the  incapacity  imputed  in  common  to  re- 
cluses of  the  law  and  to  recluses  of  the 
church — to  legal  and  ecclesiastical  mcmks, 
have  nevertheless  adventured  to  give  their 
opinion  upon  the  present  occasion.  But, 
my  Lords,  much  more  than  by  the  ex- 


♦  The  Earl  of  Carlisle. 
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ample  of  the  noble  and  learned  lord  upon 
the  woolsack,  much  more  than  by  the  ex- 
ample of  the  right  reverend  prelate  near 
rae,  I  feel  myself  emboldened  by  the  pub- 
lic judgment  of  my  country — ^by  repeated 
and  express  declarations  in  the  statute- 
book.  My  Lords,  at  a  time  when  there 
was  little  partiality  for  the  authority  of  the 
church,  in  the  reign  of  Henry  the  Eighth, 
it  is  repeatedly  asserted  in  the  statutes — 
asserted  as  the  ground  of  many  particular 
enactments,  that  the  proper  judges  in 
causes  matrimonial  are  divines  and  canon- 
ists; that  divines  and  canonists  are  the 
persons  best  qualified  to  judge  of  the  crime 
of  adultery — ^what  is  to  be  deemed  adul- 
tery— what  punishments  should  be  applied 
to  it  And  the  temporal  judges  in  those 
times  gave  the  same  opinion  :  When  pro- 
hibition was  prayed  to  stop  proceedings  in 
the  ecclesiastical  courts  in  causes  of  adul- 
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tery,  it  was  constantly  refused ;  and  re* 
fused  upon  this  avowed  principle,  by  the 
Justices  in  the  Court  of  King's  Bench ^ 
— that  the  ecclesiastical  courts  were  the 
proper  courts  to  have  cognizance  of  adul- 
tery, because  it  is  a  matter  in  whidi  di- 
vines and  canonists  are  the  tnost  compe- 
tent  judges.  That  branch  therefore  of 
the  law  with  which  the  present  question 
is  most  immediately  connected,  the  wisdom 
of  our  ancestors  has  placed  in  the  hands  of 
those  whom  the  noble  earl  pronounces  in- 
capable of  forming  any  sound  judgment  in 
sucli  matters; 

*'  My  Lords,  I  was  perfectly  astonished 
at  the  reflections  which  the  noble  earl 
thought  proper  to  cast  upon  the  ecclesias- 
tical courts.  One  of  his  lordship's  great 
objections  to  the  present  bill  is,  that,  intro^ 
ducing  a  new  punishment  of  adultery,  it 
nevertheless   reserves  the  jurisdiction   of 
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these  courts. .  The  noble  ^arl  talks  of  this 
jurisdiction  as  a  perfect  nuisance  in  the 
country :  The  ecclesiastical  courts,  in  the 
noble  earl's  conc^tions,  are  an  Augaean 
stable,  which  want  a  Hercules  to  cleanse 
them*  My  Lords,  I  must  tell  the  noble 
earl,  what  I  need  not  tell  your  Lordships, 
that  the  proceedings  in  the  ecclesiastical 
courts  are  as  regular,  and  go  with  as  much 
certainty  to  serve  the  purposes  of  substan- 
tial justice,  as  those  in  the  temporal  courts. 
It  is  true,  my  Lords,  they  have,  in  those 
matters  that  are  subject  to  their  cogni- 
zance, a  system  of  law  and  jurisprudence 
of  their  own,  and  their  own  forms  of  pro- 
ceeding :  But  their  systems  a  wise,  well- 
digested  system,  founded  on  the  general 
principles  of  justice  ;  and  their  forms  are 
regular,  known,  and  certain :  And,  in  the 
hands  in  which  the  administration  of  that 
part  of  the  law  of  the  country  is  at  present 
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placed,  and  has  been  placed  for  a  long  time 
backward,  no  one  will  presume  to  say  that 
justice  is  not  distributed  with  as  mach 
ability  and  as  much  int^rity  in  those 
courts  as  in  any  other  court  of  law  or 
equity  in  Great  Britain. 

**  My  LfOrds,  I  derive  farther  encourage* 
ment  to  offer  my  opinion  upon  the  pM-* 
sent  occasion,  from  the  example  of  my 
noble  friend  the  original  mover  of  this 
bill :  For,  my  Lords,  the  incapacity  im- 
puted to  me  and  the  recluses  of  the  law  ia 
not  confined  to  us ;  it  extends  over  various 
descriptions  of  persons  in  this  assembly, 
and  my  noble  friend  is  included  under  the 
same  disabilit^fw  My  Lords,  it  seema  his 
grave  and  weighty  occupations  as  a  public 
minister  at  foreign  courts  have  kept  him 
retired  like  us  from  scenes  of  gayety  and 
dissipation  ;  and  he  is  destitute  of  all  that 
ability  for  the  present  discussion  which  i» 
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not  to  be  acquired  without  much  ieKperi* 
ence  in  the  arts  of  practical  gallantry !  My 
Lord^  these  men  of  public  business— these 
foreign  ministers,  are  all  of  them,  like  my* 
self,  like  my  brethren  on  this  bench,  like 
the  noble  and  learned  lord  upon  the  wool- 
sack, like  his  brethren  in  Westminster 
£bdl, — ^they  are  all  very  drivellers  in  these 
subjects ;  monks,  recluses,  mere  old  wo- 
men, my  Lords  :  It  is  a  shame  you  should 
mind  any  thing  they  say  ! 

"  However,  my  Lords,  I  shall  take  cou- 
rage to  offer  my  opinion,  such  as  it  may  be, 
perhaps  at  some  length,  upon  the  present 
subject  My  Lords,  the  objections  to  the 
bill  have  been  taken  upon  ao  many  differ-* 
ent  grounds,— -what  they  want  singly  in 
wiei^t,  they  so  abundantly  make  up  in 
number, — that  although  I  am  not  at  a  losa 
what  to  reply  to  any  one,  I  am  indeed 
much  at  loss  with  which  to  begin.     There 
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IS  so  little  coiierence  in  the  different  civ* 
jections  among  themselves,  that  they  lead 
to  no  particular  order ;  and  to  give  perspi-* 
cuity,  and  what  I  can  of  brevity,  to  mj 
argument,  I  must  endeavour  to  feduee 
them  to  some  general  heads. 

^  One  ground  of  objection  has  been, 
that  the  bill  is  an  alteration  of  the  law8%f 
the  land. 

**  Another,  that  it  gives  a  double  punish- 
ment for  one  crime  ;  not  taking  away  the 
action  of  damages  when  it  makes  the  adul* 
terer  liable  to  indictment* 

^^  The  divine  law  has  been  much  brought 
in  question.  It  is  contended  on  our  side^ 
that  the  marriage  of  a  divorced  adulteress 
with  the  adulterer  is  itself  adultery,  by 
the  law  of  God :  The  opposers  of  the  bill 
not  only  deny  this,  but  they  allege  the 
law  of  God  in  justification  of  such  mar- 
riages. 
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**  Another  objection  is, — and  a  great  one 
it  would  be,  if  it  could  be  made  otit,^^^that 
the  effect  of  the  clause  prohibiting  such 
marriages  will  be  the  very  reverse  of  that 
which *the  promoters  of  the  bill  expect; 
that  it  will  promote  adultery,  instead  of 
restraining  it. 

**  Now,  fny  Lords,  with  respect  to  the 
first  otgection—that  the  bill  will  change 
the  law  of  the  land,  your  Lordships  may 
remember,  that  in  a  former  debate  I  ven^ 
tured  to  meet  this  objection,  so  far  as  it 
regards  that  part  of  the  bill  which  makes 
adultery  a  misdemeanour  punishable  by  the 
temporal  courts,  with  a  flat  denial.  I  said 
that  this  did  not  amount  to  Vchange  of  the 
law ;  and  I  was  doubtful  whether  in  this 
I  should  have  the  concurrence  of  the  noble 
and  learned  lord  upon  the  woolsack :  But^ 
my  Lords,  I  have  the  satisfaction  to  find> 
from  what  I  have  heard  this  night,  that 
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there  is  no  difference  of  Opinion  between 
the  noble  and  learned  lord  and  me  upoft 
this  more  than  upon  any  other  part  of  the 
subject ;  the  noble  lord  having  stated,  witli 
more  precision  and  accuracy,  the  very  same 
distiiictions  which  were  in  my  mind  when 
I  made  the  assertion,  and  are  indeed  the 
ground  of  it.  My  Lords,  if  the  bill  defea- 
ted any  new  crime,— if  it  made  that  crimi- 
nal which  the  law  never  considered  or 
treated  as  a  crime  before,— that  I  should 
allow  to  be  a  very  material  alteration  of 
the  laws  of  England :  But  no  new  crime  is 
created;  adultery  always  was  a  crime  by 
the  laws  of  England ;  a  new  punishment 
is  applied,  and  a  new  mode  of  prosecution 
is  established.  But  when  the  penalties 
hitherto  applied  have  been  found  insuffi- 
cient to  the  prevention  of  the  crime,  and 
the  mode  of  prosecution  ineffectual,  I  can* 
not  admit,  ^hat  the  enactment  of  strong- 
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er  penalties^  and  the  introduction  of  a  more 
vigorous  mode  of  prosecution,  are  an  essen- 
tial alteration  of  the  law.  These  measures 
aeem  to  me  to  be  only  an  affirmance  of  the 
old  laWy^^means  of  enforcing  obedience 
—of  preventing  those  offences  which  it  al- 
ways was  an  object  of  the  law  to  prevent^ 
by  adequate  punishments.  I  cannot  see 
that  the  making  of  adultery  a  misdemean- 
our is  any  dangerous  innovation  in  the 
law  ;  it  is  only  a  strengthening  of  it. 
>^^  Noble  lords  contend,  that  even  thitf 
reasoning  (the  justice  of  which,  I  know, 
they  admit  not)  is  not  applicable  to  what 
they  call  the  abominable  clause :  This, 
they  say,  is  an  alteration  of  the  law  upon 
my  own  principles ;  since  it  makes  that 
henceforth  unlawful  which  at  present  ia 
lawful,  inasmuch  as  the  marriage  of  the 
divorced  adulteress  with  her  seducer  is  not 


272 

cessit, — ^neque  huic  alteram  ducere,  viy& 
uxore  quam  dimisit''  And  of  the  same 
tenor  were  our  own  ancient  constitutions. 
^  Secundum  evangelicam  disciplinam,  nee 
uxor  a  viro  dimissa  alium  accipiat  virum^ 
vivente  viro  suo, — ^riec  vir  aliam  accipiat 
uxorem,  vivente  uxore  priore ;  sed  ita  nwi- 
neant,  aut  sibimet  reconcilientur/'  This 
was  the  condition  of  separated  parties,-^ 
both  absolutely  restrained  from  contracting^ 
any  new  marriage  during  their  joint  lives  ; 
till  it  was  first  proposed,  in  the  ReformaHo 
heguniy  in  the  case  of  separation  for  cause 
of  adultery,  to  give  the  injured  party  liber*- 
ty  of  marrying  again,  but  with  express  re* 
striction  of  the  indulgence  to  the  innocent 
party.  *'  Cum  alter  conjux  adulterii  dam- 
natus  est,  alteri  licebit  innocenti  novum  ad 
roatrimonium  si  volet  progredi ;  nee  enim 
asque  adeo  debet  integra  persona  erimine 
alieno  premi,  coelibatus   ut  invitas  possit 
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obtrudi.  Quapropter,  integra  persona  non 
habebitur  adultera,  si  novo  se  matrimonio 
devinxerit."  But  as  the  Reformatio  Legum 
never  passed  into  a  law,  the  practice  came 
in  by  degrees  of  giving  this  liberty  to  the 
husband  separated  from  an  adulterous  wife, 
by  those  private  bills  of  divorce  which  are 
now  become  so  common  ;  but  it  never  was 
in  the  imagination  of  the  Legislature,  when 
such  bills  were  first  introduced,  that  they 
were  to  go  to  the  effect  of  setting  the  adul- 
teress at  liberty, — ^that  an  act  of  the  Legis- 
lature, relieving  the  injured  husband  from 
the  difficulties  his  wife's  guilt  had  brought 
upon  him,  was  to  enable  the  guilty  wife  to 
carry  her  wicked  purpose  to  its  ultimate 
effect.  This  extravagant  notion,  I  believe, 
took  its  rise  from  the  strange  principle  set 
up  by  Archbishop  Cranmer  and  his  asso- 
ciates in  the  case  of  Lord  Northampton ; 
lirJuch  was  recited  by  a  noble  lord>  I  be^ 
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lieve  with  accuracy,  in  a  fonner  debate. 
Archbishop  Cranmer,  and  those  who  sat 
with  him  upon  that  question,  upon  his 
suggestion  said,  that  a  marriage  once  dis- 
solved was  as  though  it  never  had  be^i 
had,  and  that  both  parties  were  set  at  li- 
berty. With  a  great  reverence  for  the 
memory  of  that  illustrious  reformer,  I  have 
no  hesitation  in  saying,  that  upon  this  oc- 
casion the  venerable  Archbishop  reasoned 
more  like  a  monk  than  a  senator :  He  came 
to  a  conclusion  upon  a  great  question  of 
law  and  justice  upon  a  mere  logical  sub- 
tilty ;  applying  abstract  principles  to  a  prac- 
tical question,  without  due  accommodation 
of  them  to  the  particular  circumstances  of 
the  case ;  in  which  way  of  application  ab- 
stract principles  are  apt  to  be  fallacious.* 


*  It  is  to  be  observed,  however,  that  the  intended  ap^- 
cation  of  the  princifile  was  only  to  the  relief  of  the  in* 
jured  husband  :    For  the  question  before  the  Committee  <if 
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The  condusion  to  which  he  came  I  main- 
tain to  be  contrary  to  one  of  the  most  uni- 
versal rules  of  jurisprudence, — that  no  law 
is  to  be  so  interpreted  as  to  make  any  one 
the  better  for  his  own  wrong.  But  is  not 
the  adulteress  the  better  for  her  own  wrong, 
if,  when  separated  from  her  husband  for 
her  crime,  she  is,  by  virtue  of  that  very 
separation — that  is  in  effect  by  virtue  of  her 
crime,  set  at  liberty  to  go  on  to  the  full 
satisfaction  of  her  criminal  desires,  under 
the  sanction  of  a  legal  marriage  with  her 
seducer? — I  maintain,  that  every  such  mar-» 
riage  is  contrary  to  the  true  principles  of 
the  law  of  England,  and  contrary  to  the 


Bishops  was  only  this, — ^whether  the  Lord  Northampton, 
separated  from  his  wife  for  her  adultery,  might  lawfully  and 
conscientiously  contract  a  new  marriage,  the  divorced  wife 
U?ing.  Their  decision,  with  respect  to  him,  was  just ;  but 
the  principle,  in  the  extent  in  which  it  was  laid  down» 
was  absurd,  and  has  been  the  source  of  much  mischief  and 
otnfusion. 
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original  intention  of  the  Legislature  in' 
granting  bills  of  divorce.  And  this  bill  re-^ 
calls,  as  I  have  said,  the  true  principles 
and  the  old  practice. 

"  But^  my  Lords,  I  must  explicitly  dis- 
claim an  inference  that  has  been  iastened 
upon  this  assertion  of  mine,— an  inference 
which  I  not  only  disclaim,  but  abominate. 
It  has  been  said,  that  if  these  principles  of 
mine  are  true,  the  marriages  (which  are 
very  numerous)  that  have  of  late  years 
taken  place  between  divorced  wives  and 
'iheir  seducers  must  be  absolutely  null  and 
void,  and  the  offspring  of  all  such  mar- 

m 

riages  must  be  illegitimate.  My  Lords, 
that  the  validity  of  all  these  marriages 
stands  upon  no  better  ground  than  a  prac- 
tice swerving  from  principle,  I  ever  will 
maintain ;  but  that  they  are  not  to  be 
deemed  valid,  after  the  continuance  of  the 
practice  for  so  many  years,  with  the  con* 
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nivance  of  the  courts  of  law  and  of  the  Le- 
gislature,— that  the  children  of  all  such 
marriages  are  illegitimate, — these  would 
be  mischievous  wicked  inferences.  This 
is  not  the  only  instance  in  which  wise  laws 
have  suffered  a  sort  of  tacit  repeal,  by  a 
general  consent  in  the  neglect  of  them,  and 
have  passed  into  desuetude ;  and  in  such 
cases  the  old  law  cannot  safely  be  restored 
but  by  new  enactments:  And  to  every 
thing  previous  to  those  new  enactments 
the  rule  applies,  "  Quod  fieri  non  debet, 
factum  valet"*  But,  my  Lords,  if  the 
case  of  these  marriages  were  as  the  objec- 


*  And  this  rule  must  be  applied,  even  in  cases  in  which 
a  law  of  the  country,  founded  on  the  divine  law,  has 
through  inadvertence  and  a  misconstruction  of  the  law  been 
infringed  for  a  long  course  of  time,  and  in  numerous  in- 
stances. Tlie  error  must  be  corrected  for  the  future  without 
retrospect.  Tlie  Mosaic  law  went  even  farther  than  this ; 
when,  for  political  reasons,  it  tolerated  the  continuance  of 
practices  very  inconsbtent  with  the  original  institution  of 
marriage. 
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tion  to  my  argument  supposes,  it  would 
be  an  additional  argument  for  this  bill* 
This  bill  puts  out  of  doubt  the  validity  of 
all  these  marriages  already  had,  and  the 
legitimacy  of  the  offspring :  If  the  one  or 
the  other  could  be  caUed  in  question  as 
they  now  stand,  when  once  this  bill  shall 
be  passed  into  a  law  they  never  can  be 
called  in  question.  For  what  says  the 
bill  ? — That  "  after  the  passing  of  this  act, 
it  shall  not  be  lawful,  &c."  My  Lords, 
the  very  passing  of  a  bill  to  make  a  thing 
unlawful  for  all  time  to  come,  implies, 
of  necessity  implies,  that  in  time  past, 
previous  to  the  passing  of  the  bill,  the 
thing  was  deemed  lawful ;  so  that  this 
bill,  making  such  marriages  in  future,  but 
in  future  only,  unlawful,  legalizes  all  that 
have  been  already  had,  and  lays  asleep  all 
doubts  about  the  civil  condition  of  the  pff- 
spring. 
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"  But,  my  Lords,  by  the  letter  of  the 
divine  law,  I  persist  in  my  assertion,  that 
all  these  intermarriages  of  the  adulteress 

« 

with  her  seducer,  after  a  bill  of  divorce 
from  her  former  husband,  are  adulteries* 
A  noble  earl  has  gone  so  far  in  the  con- 
trary opinion,  as  to  maintain  that  such 
marriages,  so  far  from  being  forbidden,  are^ 
commianded  by  the  divine  law.  In  proof 
of  this,  the  noble  earl  produced  a  para- 
graph of  the  Mosaic  law,  in  which  it  is 
commanded,  that  if  a  man  lie  with  a  dam- 
sel that  is  not  betrothed,  ^^  she  shall  be 
his  wife ;  he  may  not  put  her  away  all  his 
days/'*  But  this  relates  only  to  virgins  ; 
"  a  damsel  that  is  a  virgin"  are  the 
very  words  of  the  text.  There  is  no  sort 
of  doubt,  that  by  the  Mosaic  law,  a  man 
having  deflowered  a  virgin,  was  obliged  to 


*  Deuteronomy,  xxii.  28,  29. 
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ilharry  her ;  but  let  the  noble  earl  look 
again,  and  find  me^  if  he  can,  any  law  of 
Moses^  or  any  passage  in  the  whole  BiblCf 
which  commands  or  even  permits  the  di- 
vorced  adulteress  to  marry  the  partaker  of 
her  guilt. 

"  But,  my  Lords,  when  I  speak  of  the 
divine  law,  I  mean  the  divine  law  as  it 
stands  under  the  gospel :  By  that  law,  I 
contend,  these  marriages  are  adulteries 
By  the  laws  of  Moses,  the  punishment  of 
adultery  was  death ;  and  a  large  power 
of  repudiation  was  given  to  the  husband 
for  inferior  offences.  In  the  later  periods 
of  the  Jewish  history,  when  the  morals  of 
the  people  were  exceedingly  relaxed  and 
depraved,  capital  punishment  in  the  case 
of  adultery  was  rarely  inflicted ;  but  the 
power  of  repudiation  was  used  in  an  ex- 
tent beyond  any  thing  the  letter  of  the 
Jaw  could  justify ;  and  this  the  more  sober 
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part  of  the  nation  seem  to  have  under- 
stood. Our  Lord  was  consulted  concern- 
ing the  propriety  of  such  divorces :  His 
answer  was,  that  by  the  original  institu- 
tion of  marriage,  the  contract  was  indis- 
soluble,— that  the  liberty  of  divorce  under 
the  Mosaic  law  was  an  accommodation  to 
a  certain  hardness  of  heart  among  the 
Jewish  people, — that  from  the  beginning 
it  was  not  so.  He  adds — ^^  And  I  say  un- 
to you  (I,  in  conformity  to  the  spirit  of 
the  institution,  thus  lay  down  my  law),  who- 
soever shall  put  away  his  wife,  except  it  be 
for  fornication,  and  shall  marry  another, 
oommitteth  adultery ;  and  whoso  mar- 
rieth  her  which  is 'put  away  committeth 
adultery.^'*     In  the  First  Epistle  to  the 


^  Matthew,  xix.  S — 9.  In  this  9th  verse,  <*  I  say  unto 
joOy  &c**  our  Lord  lays  down  his  own  law,  without  regard 
to  the  kiw  of  Moses,  which  he  abrogates.  By  Christ's  law^ 
"the  man  who  puts  away  his  wifei  except  for  adulteryi  and 
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Corinthians,  St  Paul  lays  down  the  same 
rule  as  a  positive  command  of  our  Lord, 
with  respect  to  married  persons  both  Chris* 
tians.  Where  one  of  the  parties  was  a 
heathen  or  a  Jew,  and  the  other  a  Chris- 
tian, the  case  admitted  some  exceptions : 
But  in  the  case  of  husband  and  wife  both 
Christian,  the  apostle  says — ^^  Unto  the 
married  I  command  (not  I,  but  the  Lord), 
let  not  the  wife  be  separated  from  her  hus- 
band ;  but  if  she  be  separated,  let  her  re- 
main unmarried,  or  be  reconciled  to  ha 
husband."*  The  apostle  enjoins  this,  not 


marries  another,  commits  adultery;  and  he  who  marrMS 
her  thus  put  away  by  Christ's  law,  for  adultery,  the  only 
cause  of  putting  away  under  Christ's  law,  committeth  adul- 
tery. This  is  the  only  exposition  which  our  Lord's  words 
can  bear :  For,  by  the  law  of  Moses,  it  was  not  adultery  for 
a  man  to  put  away  his  wife  for  another  cause  than  adultery, 
and  marry  another ;  neither  was  it  adultery  by  the  Mosaic 
law  for  another  man  to  marry  a  woman  put  away.  See 
Deuteronomy,  xxiv.  1,  2. 

*  1  Corinthians,  viL  10, 11. 
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as  from  himself,  but  as  a  positive  com- 
mand of  Christ  The  apostle  therefore 
agrees  in  my  interpretation  of  our  Lord's 
words,  when  I  say,  that,  as  the  divine  law 
is  laid  down  by  our  Lord  himself  in  his 
answer  to  the  Pharisees,  the  cohabita* 
tion  of  a  divorced  adulteress  with  her  se* 
ducer  under  colour  of  a  marnage,  notwith- 
standing  the  connivance  of  human  laws,  is 
gross  adultery. 

"  My  Lords,  in  a  former  night's  debate 
(to  which  I  may  be  permitted  to  allude^ 
though  not  strictly  in  order ;  because  it 
was  agreed  on  both  sides,  to  postpone  the 
discussion  of  points  of  argument  then  ge- 
nerally opened  till  the  bill  should  reach  its 
present  stage), — I  say,  my  Lords,  when 
what  I  have  just  now  said  of  the  marriages 
of  these  divorced  women  under  the  law  of 
ihe  gospel  fell  from  me  in  a  former  night's 
debate,  a  noble  earl  quarrelled  with  the  pr&- 


o  jf  eternal  damnation,  the  noble  earl  will 

:^ot  contradict  me,  nor  tax  me  with  pre- 

>  isumption.     What  is  to  be  deemed  adul- 

teb^Ujj  the  noble  earl  and  I  shall  not  agree. 

c:J£  I  say  that  the  marriage  of  the  wife  di- 

jJTiTorced  for  adultery  with  her  seducer  is 

i^tself  adultery  of  the  most  heinous  kind, 

4^e  noble  earl  will  contradict  me,  because 

^^e  holds  the  contrary  opinion:     Still  he 

lias   no   right  to   tax  me  with  presump* 

ition  ;    since,  in  my  judgment,   the   case 

lias  been  so  ruled  by  what  I  suppose  I 

may  be  allowed  to  call  the  very  highest 

Qpclesiastical  authority.  But,  my  Lords,  if  £ 

were  to  assert  of  any  individual  adulteress, 

she  is  lost  for  ever,  she  has  been  guilty  of 

that  which  never  can  be  pardoned, — much 

more,  were  I  to  assert  of  all  the  women 

who    have  wantonly  contracted   marriage 

with  the  seducers  of  their  affections  from 

their  former  husbands, — ^if  I  were  to  pro- 
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a  party,  injured  by  such  act^of  another  as  is 
at  the  same  time  a  public  crime  and  a  pri- 
vate wrong,  is  at  liberty  to  pursue  the  of- 
fender either  by  indictment  or  action  of 
damages  ?  But  in  such  cases,  the  guilty 
party  is  not  liable  to  both  punishments ; 
he  is  not  to  suffer  for  misdemeanour  and 
to  pay  damages  too.  I  believe,  in  all  these 
cases  there  is  a  particular  process  by  which; 
his  Majesty's  Attorney^General  calls  upon 
the  party  complaining  to  make  his  elec- 
tion whether  he  will  proceed  by  indict- 
ment or  by  action  of  damages :  He  is  at 
liberty  to  take  his  remedy  in  either  Wfiy, 
but  not  in  both.  And  this,  my  Lords,  I 
apprehend,  will  be  the  case  under  this  bill* 
This,  however,  is  a  point  upon  which  I 
speak  with  diffidence,  because  it  belongs 
to  the  learning  of  monks  of  another  order : 
But  if  I  have  described  the  practice  of  the 
courts  erroneously,  I  hope  the  Superior  of 
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tliat  other  order^  the  noble  and  learned  lord 
upon  the  woolsack,  will  contradict  me. 

"  But,  my  Lords,  we  are  told  that  the 
action  of  damages  tends  to  promote  adul- 
tery ;  and  that,  for  this  reason,  a  biU  brought 
in  for  the  prevention  of  adultery  ought  to 
abolish  that  action.  It  is  supposed  to  pro- 
mote adultery  in  this  way  :  Many  a  base 
sordid  husband  contrives  to  offer  his  wife 
to  the  arts  of  a  seducer,  in  order  to  enrich 
himself  by  the  damages  which  he  hopes  to 
recover.  My  Lords,  I  agree  with  the  noble 
and  learned  lord  upon  the  WTX)lsack,  in  the 
opinion  he  delivered  the  other  night,  that 

■ 

the  injured  husband,  in  certain  situations 
in  life,  may  fairly  and  honourably  seek  the 
benefit  of  the  action  of  damages ;  and  that 
he  ought  not  to  be  deprived  of  it :  But  in 
cases  of  connivance  and  collusion,  it  is  my 
belief  that  the  damages  given  by  the  jury 
iiever  are  received.     And  this  is  a  strong 
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argument  for  another  mode  of  punishy 
ment,  not  liable  to  be  evaded  by  the  col-^ 
lusion  and  secret  good  understanding  of 
the  parties* 

^^  I  come  now,  my  Lords,  to  consider 
the  last  article  of  objection,  taken  .from  the 
supposed  effect  of  what  is  called  the  abo- 
minable idause ;  as  if  that  were  likely  to 
be  the  reverse  of  what  the  promoters  of 
the  bill  expect  from  it. 

^'  Upon  this  head,  it  has  been  argued, 
that  the  experience  of  the  thing  is  posi- 
tively against  us.  This  inference  from  ex- 
perience is  not  very  clearly  made  out ;  but 
it  is  founded  on  a  comparison  of  the  man- 
ners of  the  women  in  this  country,  where 
the  practice  of  divorce  for  cause  of  adul- 
tery obtains,  with  the  manners  of  married 
women  in  foreign  countries  professing  the 
Roman  Catholic  religion^  which  allows  not 
of  divorce  for  any  cause.     It  is  said  that 
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in  those  countries  adultery  is  far  more  fre- 
quent ;  and  this  greater  frequency  of  the 
crime  is  ascribed  to  the  absolute  disuse  and 
prohibition  of  divorce  in  those  countries. 
My  Lords,  I  am  very  ready  to  believe  the 
fact,  and  very  ready  to  admit  that  the 
true  cause  is  assigned  for  it;  because  I 
can  easily  imagine,  that  the  women  will  be 
less  strict,  where  they  know,  that  be  their 
conduct  ever  so  bad,  their  husbands  can- 
not cast  them  off,  but  are  still  under  the 
necessity  of  supporting  them  as  their  wives, 
and  must  father  th^  offspring.  This  seems 
indeed  to  be  a  very  strong  argument  in  fa- 
vour of  our  practice  of  divorce  for  adultery. 
I  have  sometimes  had  doubts  upon  that 
point ;  I  have  sometimes  thought,  that  it 
had  been  a  happy  thing  for  the  public  if 
no  bill  of  divorce  had  ever  passed :  But 
I  confess,  that  the  notorious  prevalence  of 
adultery  in  countries  .where  divorce  is  by 
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no  means  to  be  had  seems  to  prove  the 
contrary.  But,  my  Lords,  there  is  no  €u^ 
ther  inference ;  I  can  find  nothing,  in  the 
statement  of  the  case  between  thb  apd  fi>- 
leign  cowitries^  that  offers  any  thing  like 
experiment  to  decide  the  present  question, 
in  this  country,  where  divorce  is  admitted, 
of  the  policy  or  impolicy  of  the  reatxaiat 
proposed  to  be  laid  upon  divorced  women: 
Nor  do  I  see  how  it  is  possible  that  fatagta 
countries  should  furnish  any  such  experi- 
ment} because  divorce  must  take  place 
before  you  can  have  experience  of  the 
good  or  ill  of  any  thing  that  is  to  follow  it. 
^^  I  conceive  therefore,  that  we  have  no 
way  of  judging  of  the  utility  or  inutili- 
ty  of  the  restnuint  proposed  by  this  bill, 
but  by  a  probable  estimation  of  the  difier- 
ent  manner  in  which  the  minds  of  pajd^es 
in  adultery  are  likely  to  be  affected  before 
the  actual  commission  of  the  crime,  by  Ae 
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law  as  it  now  stands,  and  by  the  law  as  it 
will  stand  if  this  bill  should  pass  into  a 
law*  This  is  the  only  way  to  judge  of  the 
expedience  of  the  clause  of  restraint  as  a 
preventive ;  in  which  light  I  consider  it. 

^  N0W9  my  Lords,  I  imagine  that  in 
most  cases  of  adultery  that  come  before 
your  Lordships,  the  first  incitement  to  the 
crime  on  either  side  has  not  been  the  mere 
animal  appetite~-not  gross  brutal  sensuali- 
ty ;  that  sentiments  of  mutual  friendship 
and  affection  have  mixed  themselves  with 
appetite;  that  these  sentiments  of  aUBdo- 
don  have  had  somewhat  of  a  just  founder 
tion,  in  the  amiable  qualities  and  elegant 
accomplishments  of  either  party :  I  sup- 
pose that  this  mixed  passion,  a  compound 
of  desires  highly  criminal  and  of  certain 
sympathies  of  the  mind  in  themselves  in- 
noeent,  is  in  most  instances  the  incentive 
to  the  crime  on  both  sides :    I  may  sup- 
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pose  too,  that  in  many  cases  the  husband's 
treatment  of  the  wife  is  not  sudi  as  to 
recall  her  wandering  affections, — ^that  he 
cares  little  about  her,-^that,  from  his  in- 
difference and  her  levity,  they  are  become 
objects  of  mutual  disgust  and  aversion, — 
and  that  the  husband  perhaps,  no  less  than 
the  wife,  has  set  his  heart  upon  a  new  con- 
nexion. Now,  what  says  the  law,  accord* 
ing  to  the  present  practice,  to  these  three 
parties  ?— It  says  this :  **  Nothing  so  easy 
as  for  all  of  you  to  have  your  several  wishes. 
Nothing  is  wanting,  but  a  little  money  on 
the  part  of  the  husband,  who  must  set  the 
whole  scheme  a-going,  to  answer  the  ex- 
pense of  the  law  proceedings ;  and  that 
want  the  proceedings  themselves  may  per- 
haps supply.  Let  the  husband  give  the 
lady  and  the  lover  opportunity ;  then  let 
him  bring  his  action  of  damages:  His 
damages,  if  he  takes  them,  will  defray  hia 
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charges  in  the  spiritual  courts  and  in  both 
Houses  of  Parliament.  The  lady  must 
make  no  defence ;  she  must  kindly  supply 
the  husband  with  the  proofs  of  her  own 
shame :  The  lover  must  not  defend  the 
action  of  damages ;  he  may  find  his  ac- 
count in  suffering  judgment  to  go  by  de- 
fault. ^  Great  damages  may  be  given ;  but 
if  the  husband  is  opulent,  every  shiUing 
may  be  remitted.  However  that  may  be, 
if  you  can  amongst  you  defray  the  charges, 
a  divorce  will  be  obtained,  and  you  will  all 
be  at  hberty."  My  Lords,  is  it  fit  that  the 
laws  of  a  civilized  country,  of  a  Christian 
country,  should  hold  this  language  to  three 
such  parties  as  I  have  set  before  your 
Lordships, — the  indifferent  husband,  the 
gay  wife,  the  amorous  seducer  ? 

"  But  now,  my  Lords,  let  us  see  how 
the  matter  will  stand  if  the  laws  are  altered 
in  the  manner  we  propose.     The  lady,  I 
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.  should  thiiik,  will  have  some  consideration 
of  the  situation  to  which  the  indulgence  of 
a  criminal  passion  would  reduce  her.  I 
shall  not  dwell  upon  the  miseries  of  that 
situation :  They  have  been  set  forth  with 
so  much  eloquence  and  feeling  by  noble 
lords  who  oppose,  this  bill,  that  no  words 
of  mine  could  heighten  the  description. 
But,  I  ask,  can  noble  lords  imagine  that 
the  forecast  of  these  sufferings,  which  they 
contemplate  with  such  pangs  of  cmnmige- 
ration  in  a  third  person,  wiU  have  no  eSed 
upon  the  mind  of  the  woman  herself,  to 
deter  her  from  those  criminal  indulgences 
by  which  she  would  be  involved  in  them  ? 
Then,  my  Lords,  for  the  seducer;  who  pro- 
bably, as  the  law  is  understood,  palliates  his 
guilty  project  to  his  own  mind  with  the 
intention  of  making  the  lady  his  own  wife 
if  they  should  be  detected  and  a  divorce 
should  take  place,— -will  it  be  no  restraint 
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upon  him^  when  the  law  tells  him  ^^  You 
shall  not  be  at  liberty  to  give  her  this  pro- 
tection— to  make  even  this  imperfect  re- 
paration of  her  honour  ?"  That  a  divor* 
ced  wife,  by  marriage  with  her  seducer,  is 
reinstated  in  the  character  and  rank  which 
she  held  in  society  ap  a  virtuous  woman,  is 
certainly  not  the  case :  However,  she  is 
brought  into  a  situation  of  tolerable  ease ; 
in  which  she  finds  it  not  difficult  to  forego 
the  enjoyment  of  that  cast  of  society  from 
which  she  is  excluded  Will  it  be  no  re- 
straint upon  her  lover,  when  the  law  tells 
him  ^^  It  shall  not  be  in  your  power  to 
raise  her  even  this  step  above  the  condition 
of  absolute  scorn  and  infamy :  You  shall 
not  be  allowed  to  confer  upon  her  the 
name  of  wife?" 

"  Noble  lords  say  "  No  j  this  will  be  no 
restraint  upon  his  passions :  It  will  be  an 
incentive."    Noble  lords  say,  that  it  never 
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is  in  the  contemplation  of  a  geducer  to 
marry  the  woman  upon  whom  his  arts  suo 
ceed:  That  no  man,  of  his  own  good* 
liking  and  free-will,  marries  the  woman  he 
lias  corrupted :  That  the  marriage  is  a 
matter  of  dire  necessity,  which  the  impe- 
rious laws  of  gallantry,  it  seems,  impose  up- 
on him ;  and,  extricated  from  the  shackles 
of  those  laws  by  the  operation  of  our  bill, 
he  will  pursue  his  base  purposes  with  le8» 
scruple  and  hesitation.  jr 

^^  My  Lords,  I  really  think  this  man  of 
gallantry  is  very  ill  treated  by  his  noble 
friends.  My  Lords,  I  gave  him,  under 
the  impulse  of  a  criminal  passion,  some 
portion,  however,  of  the  feelings  of  a  man 
— some  share  of  the  sentiments  of  a  gen-r 
tleman.  His  noble  friends  turn  him  into 
a  downright  hog  ;  for,  my  Lords,  there 
remains  nothing  but  bare  unqualified  sen-f 
suality  to  be  the  incitement  to  the  conduct 
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which  they  impute  to  him.  My  Lords,  I 
really  believe  that  neither  this  bill  nor  any 
other  you  can  frame  will  restrain  the  pas- 
sions of  this  swinish  seducer.  But  frequent 
88  the  crime  of  adultery  is,  I  hope,  my 
Lords,  that  these  swinish  seducers  are  very 
few  in  number.  My  Lords,  when  we  have 
spoken  of  connivance  and  collusion  on  the 
part  of  the  husband,  which  we  believe  to 
be  very  common,  noble  lords  on  the  other 
side  have  exclaimed  "  What !  do  you 
think  husbands  are  so  base  ?  Your  supposi- 
tion is  a  libel  on  the  character  of  the  Eng- 
lish gentleman !  *'  My  Lords,  I  tell  those 
noble  lords,  their  supposition  is  the  libel 
on  the  character  of  the  English  gentleman : 
Though  I  cannot  consent  to  couple  the 
epithet  of  honourable  with  the  appellar- 
tion  of  adulterer,  yet  I  am  confident  the 
swinish  adulterer  is  a  very  rare  character 
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indeed  among  my  countrymen.  And  on 
any  but  that  character,  this  bill  will  be  a 
powerful  restraint. 

^^  And  now,  my  Lords,  with  reflpect  to 
the  situation  of  the  divorced  adulteress  un- 
der the  operation  of  this  bill,— it  will  un- 
questionably be  a  situation  of  extreme  de* 
gradation  and  affliction ;  yet  it  ia  not  a 
hardship  brought  upon  her  by  thb  biH: 
She  brings  herself  to  it  by  her  crime ;  and 
the  bill  only  says,  that  she  shall  not  bw^ 
lowed  to  extricate  herself  from  it  by  the 
very  completion  of  a  guilty  project  And 
if  this  restriction  be  a  punishment  for  me 
that  will  actually  incur  the  punishment, 
numbers  will  be  saved  by  the  terror  of  the 
example. 

^^  But  noble  lords  say  the  situation  of 
the  &llen  woman  will  be  such  as  mast 
drive  her  to  absolute  desperation,  render 
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repentance  and  the  reformation  of  her  life 
impossible,  and  exclude  her  from  all  hopes 
of  future  mercy. 

^  My  Lords,  that  she  cannot  in  the  pre* 
sent  world  recover  her  situation  in  society, 
I  admit ;  but  I  conceive  that  very  circum- 
stance, the  mortified  and  solitary  state  to 
which  she  will  be  condemned,  will  be  the 
surest  means  of  bringing  her  to  deep  reflec- 
tion— through  reflection  to  repentance-^ 
through  repentance  ta  pardon.  If  she  has 
any  sense  of  religion  remaining  in  her 
mind, — and  God  forbid  I  should  suppose  it 
totally  extinguiahed, — the  less  she  has  of 
comfort  and  countenance  in  the  world,  with 
the  more  earnestness  will  she  turn  hersdf 
to  God.  She  is  surely  more,  likely  to  re- 
pent in  a  state  of  retirement  and  solitude, 
than  dasped  in  the  arms  of  her  seducer^ 
and  sharing  with  him  in  gayety  and  plea* 
sure.     Do  noble  lords  conceive  that  th^ 
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repentance  of  a  sinner  is  impeded  by  the 
punishments  applied  to  his  crimes  by  the 
secular  magistrate  ? — My  Lords,  my  opi- 
nion is  far  otherwise :  I  have  not  the  least 
doubt,  that  severe  laws,  and  a  severe  exe- 
cution of  the  laws,  have  oflen  been  the 
beginning  at  least  of  a  complete  radical  re- 
form in  minds  too  depraved  and  hardened 
to  be  wrought  upon  by  any  other  means : 
I  have  no  doubt,  that  many  of  the  worst 
criminals  that  die  by,  the  hand  of  the  ex^^ 
cutioner,are  brought,  by  the  sentence  which 
they  suffer  here,  to  a  deep  sense  of  their 
crimes,  and  to  that  repentance  which  will 
avail  them  in  the  Last  Day.  My  Lords^ 
this  is  the  presumption  of  our  forms  of 
law, — ^this  is  the  opinion  of  the  church. 
According  to  the  received  forms  of  law, 
the  judge  never  pronounces  sentence  of 
death  upon  a  criminal,  but  he  adds  ^^  The 
Lord  have  mercy  on  your  soul!''  which 
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would  be  a  wicked  mockery  of  the  man'd 
dreadful  situation  if  his  soul  were  utterly 
without  hope  of  mercy.      The  church  ap- 
points  a   clergyman   to   attend  the   con- 
demned malefactor  in  the  interval  between 
sentence  and  execution,   to   prepare  him 
for  deatli,  4nd  to  assist  jiim  in  making  hh 
peace  with  God ;  and  if  Jici  gives  signs,  of 
gennine  repentance^  the  ..church  so -much; 
relies  on  the  acceptance  of  that  repentance; 
that  she  permits  him  to  be  admitt^  to  the 
sacrament.   .  Thus  dying  by  the  stroke  of 
vindictive  justice,  he  dies  in  the  peace  and 
communion  .of.  the  church ;   he  die^  a  re*-^ 
conciled  penitent,  in  the  hope  of  final  par-, 
don.     My  Lords^  were  the  case  otherwise^ 
I  know  not  upon  what  principle  capital, 
punishments  could  be  justified  in  :a  Chris-^ 
tian   country;    for  a    sentence    of  death, 
would  be  a  sentence  of  much  more  than 
death, — ^an  anticipation  of  the  dreadful  sen- 
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tence  to  everlastiDg  torment  Now^  my 
Lords,  Grod  forbid  that  I  should  deny  to 
these  unfortunate  women  the  comfort  of 
that  hope  which  I  extend  to  the  very  woijit 
of  male£u:tors ;  I  doubt  not,  but  that  num- 
bers of  them  will  be  brought  to  repentance 
and  to  mercy :  But  I  contend,  that  the 
restraints  laid  upon  them  by  this  bill  will 
be  the  most  likely  means  to  awaken  thexa 
to  r^entance ;  so  that  this  very  aevenijF 
in  its  e£fect  is  mercy^  .  >* 

^^  My  Lords,  you  have  becm  addressed  as 
&thers, — ^you  have  been  entreated  not  to 
be  severe  against  those  infirmities  of  our 
common  nature  from  whidhi  your  own 
daughters,  with  all  the  advantages  of  high 
breeding,  cannot  be  exempt.  My  Lords, 
I  too  call  upon  you  as  fathers ;  I  demand 
of  you,  not  connivance  at  the  shame,  but 
protection  of  the  innocence  and  honour  c^ 
your  daughters !    A  father  may  have  many 
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daughters ;  if  one  of  tbew  is  be^ta^ed  by 
those  infirmities  of  our  common  iiature^ 
how  19  the  &ther  to  protect  the  honour  of 
ikft  test  ?^  Will  he  think  its  security  too 
dearly  bought  by  the  sufferings  of  the 
guilty  ?  How  is  it  to  be  secured  at  all,  if 
this  guilt  is  generally  to  escape  with  impu- 
nity ?— But,  my  Lords,  I  address  you  not  as 
fiithers  individuslly ;  I  say>  that  the  inno- 
cence of  daik^ters  is  a  matter,  in  which 
fathers  ought  to  malo  a  comnKwi  cause ; 
and  the  feelings  of  the  individual  must  be 
sacrificed,  when  the  occasion  requires  it,  to 
the  common  interest. 

*'  My  Lords,  once  more  I  conjure  you 
to  remember,  that  justice,  not  compassion 
for  the  guilty,  is  the  great  principle  of  le- 
gislation. Yet,  my  Lords,  your  compas- 
sion may  find  worthy  objects  :  Turn,  my 
Lords,  your  merciful  regards  to  the  illus- 
trious suppliants  prostrate  at  this  moment 

15 
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at  your  bar,-^Conjugal  Fidelity,  Domestic 
Hi^piness,  Public  Manners,  the  Virtue  of 
the  Sex !  These^  my  Lords,  are  the  sup-< 
pliants  now  kneeling  before  you,  and  iip-. 
ploring  the  protection  of  your  wisdom  and 
your  justice." 


The  bill  was  carried,  by  a  majority  of 
eight ;  seventy-seven  peers  voting  for  k^ 
sixty-nine  against  it. 


UPON  THE  BILL  TO  PREVENT  THE  INCREASE 
OF  PAPISTS,  AND  TO  REGULATE  THE  EXIST- 
ING  MONASTIC  INSTITUTIONS ; 

July  lOf  1800. 


Al  BILL  having  passed  the  House  of  (Com* 
mons,  entitlflid  ^^  an  act  to  prevent  any  ad- 
dition to  the  number  of  persons  J^elonging 
to  certain  foreign  religious  orders  or  com* 
munities  lately  settled  in  this  kingdom, 
and  to  regulate  the  education  of  youth  by 
such  persons/'  the  sam^  was  moved  for 
commitment  in  the  Upper  House  on  the 
10th  of  July  1800.  The  framers  of  this 
bill  contended,  that  the  growth  of  Popery 
had  come  to  such  an  excess  by  the  tolera^ 
tion  granted  to  the  emigrant  clergy  and 
the  exiled  monks  and  nuns  of  Fraacei  that 
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strong  measures  were  required  to  stop  it. 
The  bill  therefore  provided,  that  the  tem- 
porary residents  in  the  several  monasteries 
in  the  kingdom  be  subject  to  the  provi- 
sions of  the  alien  act ;  that  the  names  and 

■ 

numbers  of  all  such  persons  be  returned 
to  the  magistrates  in  their  respective  dis- 
tricts ;  that  the  farther  extension  of  such 
in8tit^tions  should  be  prohibited  ;  that 
the  heads  of  all  such  monadferies  retam 
their  names,  &c.  together  with  that  of  thefr^ 
pupils,  at  every  quarter-sessions ;  and  that 
magistrates  should  in  their  districts  inspect 
the  same.  The  bill  was  strongly 
by  the  Bishc^  of  Rochester,  in  the  fbl*- 
lowing  words. 


JT  l 


**  MY  LORDS, 

^  If  I  have  not  opposed  the 
second  reading  of  this  bill,  it  is  because  I 
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conceive  that  jour  Lordships  are  seldom 
clearly  informed  of  the  principle  of  a  bill 
till  it  has  been  read  a  second  time.  The 
fiocst  reading  is  little  more  than  a  notifica- 
tion  that  a  bill  for  such  or  such  a  purpose 
is  in  the  House  i  and,  at  this  period  of  the 
session,  we  are  so  little  in  the  habit  of  a 
dose  attendance  upon  our  Parliamentary 
duty,  that  it  happens  to  many  of  your 
[lordships  itftt  to  see  the  prints  that  are 
laid  upon  the  table  till  within  a  few  mi- 
nutes  of  the  second  reading.  But  the  bill 
having  now  received  its  seccmd  reading,  I 
must  suppose  your  JLordships  to  be  in  com- 
plete possession  of  its  principle;  and  I 
rise  without  the  least  hesitation  to  oppose 
its  farther  progress.  In  this,  my  Lords,  I 
shall  labour  under  this  particular  disadvan- 
tage/-»4hat  none  of  the  friends  of  the  bill 
having  taken  the  trouble  to  open  what 
they  take  to  be  its  merits,  I  can  only  guess 
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what  they  will  find  to  say  in  support  of  it : 
I  can  therefore  only  state  my  own  objeo 
tions;  and  reply  to  the  supposed  argu- 
ments of  the  other  side,  by  guess  and  divi-* 
nation. 

"  My  Lords,  the  object  of  the  bill  is  to 
provide  a  security  against  certain  dangers 
which  it  is  supposed  may  arise  from  the 
great  influx  of  persons  of  the  Roman  Ci^ 
tholic  religion  into  this  country,  in  couaeh 
quence  of  the  French  Revolution, — to  pro>* 
vide  a  security  against  these  dangers  by  a 
new  power  to  be  placed  in  the  bands  of 
the  Crown.   My  Lords,  my  objection  is,— 

that  in  one  respect  the  bill  is  unnecessa- 

« 

ry,  and  in  another  completely  unconstitu- 
tional :  It  is  unnecessary  as  a  means  of  se- 
curity against  the  dangers  it  foresees, — not 
because  the  apprehension  is  altogether 
groundless,  but  because  the  security  is  al- 
ready provided  by  the  existing  laws ;  and 
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in  regard  to  the  new  power  which  it  would 
give  to  the  Crown,  it  is  perfectly  unconsti- 
tutional. 

•*  My  Lords,  the  storm  of  antichristian 
persecution,  which  has  raged  in  France 
since  her  Revolution,  has  driven  numbers 
both  of  the  secular  clergy,  and  persons  of 
both  sexes  of  the  religioys  orders,  to  take 
shelter  in  this  hospitable  land,  by  the  na- 
tural generosity  of  Britons,  and  the  influ-^ 
ence  of  the  benevolent  principles  of  the 
Protestant  religion,  the  universal  asylum 
of  the  persecuted  and  distressed.      My 
Lords,  the  protection  we  have  given   to 
these  miserable  fugitives  reflects  the  high- 
est honour  upon  the  country,  and  upon 
the  Protestant  religion,  which  we  profess. 
At  the  same  time,  my  Lords,  while  we  ex- 
tend this  kindness  to  persons  of  a  diffe- 
rent religious  persuasion,  it  certainly  be- 
comes the  wisdom  of  the  Legislature,  to 
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look  to  the  coDsequeooes  thfA  mty  aiifie  to 
our  own  civil  constitution  and  our  own 
ecclesiastical  establishment,  and  to  provide 
jfc  for  the  security  of  both :  But^  my  Lorda^ 
I  contend  that  the  security  of  both  is  «q& 
ficiently  provided  for  by  the  existing  hiwa, 
— better  provided  for  by  them  tiian  by  this 
bill ;  and  that  any  new  law  £br  the  purpose 
is  altogether  imnecessary :  And  I  am  al-* 
ways  an  enemy  to  .the  muHqiUcation  of 
statutes  without  urgent  necessity. 

^^  My  Lords,  before  I  enter  upon  the 
particular  dangers  which  the  bill  wauid 
prevent,  and  the  means  of  prevention  af- 
forded by  the  existing  laws,  I  believe  it 
will  be  proper  to  premise  some  general  oib- 
servations  upon  the  statutes  which  relate 
to  persons  professing  the  Roman  Catholib 
religion,  as  they  stand  at  present.  Hiis 
may  somewhat  shorten  the  sequel  of  my 
argument ;  and  I  feel,  that  in  spite  of  all 
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I  can  do  to  abbreriate,  the  detail  into 
which  I  shall  be  obliged  to  enter  will  de- 
tain jour  Lordships  much  longer  than  I 
could  wish :  But  somewhat  I  hope  of  bre-  ijjk 
vityj  and  much  of  pei&picuity,  will  be  gain- 
ed by  the  preliminary  observations  I  am 
about  to  make. 

"  First,  my  Lords,  I  would  observe, 
that  aU  laws  respecting  Roman  Catholics 
apply  equaHy,  without  any  difference  or 
discrimination,  to  the  natural-bom  subjects 
of  his  Majesty  and  to  aliens.  *  This  is  the 
case  both  of  the  oI4  penal  statutes  and  o£ 
the  late  statutes  of  relief :  The  penalty 
attaches  upon  any  overt  act  of  Popery, 
whether  he  who  commits  it  be  a  natural- 
bom  subject  or  an  alien,  without  any  re- 
gard to  that  difference  of  condition.  On 
the  other  hand,  the  late  statutes  for  the 
relief  of  Roman  Catholics  from  some  pe^ 
nalties,  upon  certain  conditions,— »the  be- 
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ncfit,  I  say,  of  these  extends  equally  to  the 
alien  and  natural-bom  subject :  These  starr 
tutes  of  relief  relieve  equally,  and  under 
the  same  conditions,  all  persons  on  whom 
the  penalties  would  otherwise  attach ;  the 
alien  is  equally  with  the  natural-bom  sub- 
ject entitled  to  the  relief,  if  he  perform  the 
condition  under  which  the  relief  is  held 
out. 

"  My  Lords,  another  observation  I  have 
to  make  upon  these  laws  is  this :  It  is 
very  important ;  and  I  believe  the  thing  is 
not  generally  understood, — it  certainly  was 
not  understood  by  the  framers  of  this  bilL 
My  Lords,  by  the  late  statutes  for  the  re- 
lief of  Roman  Catholics,  not  one  of  the  old 
penal  statutes  is  repealed, — except  indeed 
certain  clauses  in  a  statute  of  the  11th 
and  12th  of  William  the  Third,  subject- 
ing any  Popish  bishop,  priest,  or  Jesuit, 
who  should  say  mass,  or  exercise  any  part 
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of  the  function  of  a  Popish  bishop  or 
priest,  and  any  person  professing  the  Po- 
pish religion  who  should  keep  a  school  or 
take  youth  to  board,  to  perpetual  imprison- 
ment ;  entitling  any  person  who  should 
apprehend  and  prosecute  to  conviction 
any  Popish  bishop,  priest,  or  Jesuit,  to  a 
reward  of  100/. ;  and  creating  certain  dis- 
abilities of  taking  lands  by  descent,  devise, 
or  limitation.  These  odious  clauses  in  the 
statute  of  King  William  are  indeed  repeal- 
ed by  an  act  of  the  18th  of  the  King : 
But,  with  the  exception  of  these  clauses, 
my  Lords,  not  one  of  the  old  penal  statutes 
is  repealed.  My  Lords,  I  speak  in  the 
presence  of  those  who  are  well  acquainted 
with  this  subject :  I  am  therefore  in  no  ap* 
prehension  that  I  shall  mislead  your  Lord-* 
ships ;  I  hope  I  shall  be  myself  set  right,  if 
I  am  in  error.  But,  my  Lords,  I  repeat 
my  assertion,  desiring  to  be  contradicted  i^ 
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I  am  wrong, — with  the  exception  of  so 
much  as  I  have  mentioned  of  the  statute 
of  King  WilHam,  not  an  atom  of  the  old 
penal  law  is  repealed.^ 

^^  It  is  true,  my  Lords,  a  statute  vras 
passed,  in  the  31st  of  the  King,  to  re- 
lieve persons  professing  the  Roman  Catho* 
lie  religion  from  certain  penalties,  under 
certain  conditions.  But,  my  Lords,  this 
statute,  without  repealing  any  one  of  the 
old  penal  laws,  gives  its  relief  in  this  man- 
ner, and  in  no  other :  It  requires  that  the 
Roman  Catholic  shall  take  and  subscribe 
a  certain  oath  and  declaration ;  which,  with 
respect  to  him,  is  an  oath  of  alliance,  sut* 
premacy,  and  abjuration :  Then  it  en^cta^ 
that  no  person  who  has  taken  and  sub» 
scribed   this  oath   and   declaration   shall 


*  This  was  said  to  provoke  a  noble  duke  to  speak  out^ 
who  made  signs,  as  they  were  understood,  of  diaseal* 
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henoefiMrth  be  prosecuted,  by  virtue  of  any 
of  the  penal  statutes,  for  certain  overt  acts 
of  Popery,  which  it  names,*-^such  as  not 
going  to  church,  going  to  mass,  or  keeping 
a  Popish  servant  But  as  it  only  stays  the 
prosecution  or  conviction,  without  repeaU 
ing  the  statute,*— if  any  Roman  Catholic 
refuses  or  neglects  to  take  and  subscribe 
the  oath  and  declaration,  the  unrepealed 
statute  is  in  iuU  force  against  him ;  or  if^ 
having  taken  the  oath,  he  does  any  thing 
forbidden  by  the  old  statutes,  which  is  not 
mentioned  in  the  statute  of  relief  as  one  of 
the  things  for  which  he  is  not  to  be  prose^ 
euted,  the  old  statute  is  in  force,  and  the 
penalty  for  such  offence  still  attaches* 

^^  Having  made  these  general  observa* 
tions  upon  the  laws  respecting  Roman  Ca-  '■ 
tholics,  as  they  now  stand,  I  shall  now  state 
to  your  Lordships  the  very  sufficient  se^ 
curity  which  I  conceive  they  afford  against 
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any  danger  that  may  be  thought  likely  to 
arise  from  the  fugitives  from  France^  the 
objects  of  her  antichristian  persecution. 

^*  My  Lords,  it  is  supposed  that  these 
ecclesiastics  of  the  church  of  Rome  may 
have  some  zeal  to  propagate  the  religion 
to  which  they  are  attadbed,  and  may  take 
advantage  of  every  opportunity  they  can 
find  of  disseminating  the  principles  of  their 
church  among  our  common  people.  My 
Lords,  it  is  very  likely :  I  should  expect 
that  the  ecclesiastic  of  the  church  of  Rome 
would  be  animated  with  this  zeal ;  be- 
cause,  my  Lords,  I  conceive  that  every 
man  that  hcLS  a  religion  has  some  zeal  for 
propagating  that  religion^ — ^meaning,  by  a 
religion,  some  particular  shape  and  form  of 
the  Christian  religion — a  religion  afiecting 
the  future  interests  of  men,  and  furnishing 
means  for  the  securing  of  those  interesta. 
My  Lords,  I  say  that  every  man  that  has 
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such  a  religion  has  a  zeal  for  the  propaga^ 
tion  of  it :  If  he  has  not  the  zeal^  he  is  not 
in  earnest  in  his  professions*  If  indeed  a 
man's  religion  consists  merely  in  n^atives, 
^i~which  is  the  case  with  many  now-a-days^ 
who  would  be  thought  good  Christians  and 
the  best  of  Protestants,  though  they  seem 
to  have  no  acknowledged  creed,  but  a  sort 
of  confession  of  disbelief,  without  an  avow-* 
ed  assent  to  any  thing  definite;  persons 
who,  not  adhering  to  the  original  principles 
of  the  Reformation,as  laid  down  in  the  Con- 
fession of  Faith  of  the  churches  of  Saxony, 
and  the  Thirty-nine  Articles  of  the  church 
of  £ngland,  think  to  reform  the  Reforma- 
tion, by  expunging,  one  afler  another,  eve- 
ry article  of  our  belief — ^the  Trinity — ^the  in- 
carnation— the  atonement— grace — the  vir- 
tue of  the  sacraments  as  means  and  ipstru- 
ments  of  the  gifts  and  graces  of  which  they 
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are  signs^ — I  can  easily  suppofte  that  such 
persons  will  have  little  zeal  about  the  caput 
mortuum  of  religion  which  remains  after 
this  dissipation  of  the  substance.  The 
man  who  puts  the  Son  of  Mary  upon  a  le» 
vel  only  with  the  son  of  Sophrcmisca^-^who 
acknowledges  in  our  Lord  Jesus  Christ  no* 
thing  more  than  the  Socrates  of  Jerusalem, 
^--will  feel^  I  suppose,  no  more  zeal  fixr  the 
propagation  of  the  moral  of  the  goapel 
(which  is  the  whole  of  such  a  man's  Chruk 
tianity)  than  I  feel  to  propagate  the  diy 
moral  of  Socrates  or  of  Marcus  Antoninus. 
But  every  man  that  has  a  religion  that  de- 
serves the  name  cannot  but  have  some* 
thing  of  a  zeal  for  the  propagation  of  it.  I 
suppose,  therefore,  that  the  Boman  Catfao** 
lie  priest  has  this  zeal ;  and,  my  Lords,  X 
bear  him  no  ill-will  for  it,«-*<x»sciouathat  I 
have  it  too  for  our  common  Christuuoity, 


and  ^r  that  form  of  Christianity  to  which 
I  am  attached — ^tlie  doctrine  and  rites  of 
the  reformed  church  of  England. 

**  But,  my  Lords,  a  man  diat  knows  any 
thing  of  the  world,  and  of  the  present  state 
bf  the  Christian  religion  in  the  world,  will 
understand,  that  this  zeal,  however  lauda- 
ble in  itself,  is  a  principle  that  must  be  laid 
under  considerable  restraint^  otherwise  it 
may  do  much  mischief, — mischief  to  that 
which  it  is  its  object  to  scjrve— to  religion. 
In  the  present  state  of  things,  a  prudent 
man,  who  considers  how  the  interests  of 
churches  and  of  states  are  connected  and 
blended,  will  be  sensible,  that  his  zeal  for 
the  propagation  of  the  particular  tenets  q£ 
his  own  sect  upon  many  occasions  must 
be  repressed,**— that  it  is  a  part  of  his  reli- 
gious duty  to  restrain  it  But  the  public 
safety  must  not  be  trussed  to  the  discretion 
of  individuals :    It  is  fit,  therefore,  and  ne- 
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cessary,  that  the  laws  should  lay  due  re^ 
straint  upon  the  irregular  sallies  of  an  in* 
discreet  zeal ;  and,  my  Lords,  this  interfe-^ 
rence  of  the  laws  is  the  more  necessary,  be- 
cause the  thing  to  be  restrained  is  in  itself 
not  criminaL  But,  my  Lords,  I  say,  that 
the  zeal  of  the  Roman  Catholic  is  yery  su& 
ficiently  restrained  by  oar  subsisting .  sta- 
tutes. My  Lords,  the  statute  of  the  3d  Jac 
cap.  4«  is  at  this  day  in  fiiU  force  against  any 
person  who  shall  attempt  to  draw  away 
any  one  within  his  Majesty's  dominions 
to  the  communion  of  the  church  of  Rome* 
My  Lords,  by  the  22d  and  23d  clauses  of 
that  statute,  and  by  an  older  statute,  the  23d 
of  Eliz.  cap.  1.  which  also  is  still  in  force^ 
^^  it  is  high  treason  for  any  person,  either 
upon  the  seas,  or  beyond  the  seas,  or  in  any 
other  place  within  the*  King's  dominions, 
to  reconcile  or  be  reconciled  to  the  Pope  or 
See  of  Rome.''    To  be  reconciled  indeed 
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is  DO  longer  an  offence  to  be  prosecuted 
under  these  or  any  other  statutes  ;  because 
the  statute  of  the  31st  of  the  King  says^ 
**  that  no  one  complying  with  the  condi- 
tions of  that  statute  shall  be  liable  to  im- 
peachment or  prosecution  simply  for  being 
a  Papist  or  reputed  Papist ;  or  for  profess- 
ing or  being  educated  in  the  Popish  reli- 
gion ;  or  for  hearing  or  saying  mass ;  or  for 
being  a  priest  or  deacon  ;  or  entering  or 
belonging  to  any  ecclesiastical  order  or  com- 
munity of  the  church  of  Rome ;  or  for  be- 
ing present  at,  or  performing,  or  observing, 
any  rite,  ceremony,  practice,  or  observation, 
of  the  Popish  religion ;  or  maintaining  or 
assisting  others  therein;''  provided,  &c 
But,  my  Lords,  will  any  one  point  out  to  me 
the  clause  in  the  statute  of  the  31st  of  the 
King,  or  in  any  other  statute  now  subsisting, 
which  says  that  a  person  having  reconciled 
or  attempting  to  reconcile  any  other  person 
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Within  the  King's  dominions  to  the  Pope  or 
See  of  Rome,  shall  not  be  impeached  or  pro- 
secuted under  these  statutes  of  Elizabeth 
and  James  as  for  the  offence  of  high  trea^* 
son  ;  and,  if  convicted,  shall  not  suffer  as  a 
traitor  ?  And,  my  Lords,  I  ask,  are  not  the 
penalties  of  high  treason  a  sufficient  re- 
straint,  are  they  not  all  the  restraint  you  can 
lay,  u}x>n  the  zeal  of  Roman  Catholics  ? 

"  My  Lords,  I  ought  to  ask  pardon  of  the 
House  for  taking  up  so  much  of  your  time 
upon  this  subject  of  the  danger  of  conver- 
sions ;  because,  in  truth,  it  has  little  con- 
nexion with  the  bill ;  for  the  bill  takes 
no  notice  of  this  danger,  and  pretends  not 
to  provide  any  security  against  it.  But,  my 
Lords,  I  know  that  the  appi:ehension  of 
this  danger  is  without  doors  one  of  the 
most  popular  arguments  for  the  bill,  and 
has  procured  it  any  favour  that  it  has  with 
the  public.     Peopl^  in  general  have  given 
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themselves  no  trouble  to  know  more  about 
this  bill  than  that  somehow  or  other  it  is 
against  Popery,  and  particularly  against  the 
propagation  of  Popery  by  the  emigrants 
from  France  :  And  you  hear  it  said  every 
day,  in  commendation  of  this  bill,  ^^  Oh ! 
Crod  forbid  we  should  persecute  them  !  but 
the  laws  should  take  care  that  they  do  not 
pervert  our  own  people."  So  say  I,  my 
Lords ;  but  then  I  say  the  care  is  already 
taken ;  and  I  think  it  right  to  take  this  op- 
portunity of  setting  the  public  right  upon 
this  point-^of  showing  that  the  supposed 
merit  of  the  bi}],  in  this  particular,  rests 
^upon  a  misconception  of  the  bill  itself,  and 
a  misunderstanding  of  the  law  upon  the 
subject  as  it  actually  stands. 

^  But  now,  my  Lords,  I  proceed  to  con- 
sider  that  apprehended  danger  which  is  one 
express  and  principal  object  of  the  bill ;  a 
danger  apprehended  from  the  impunity 
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given  by  the  statute  of  the  31st  of  the  King, 
under  conditions,  to  Roman  Catholic  tuton 
imd  schoolmasters ;  of  which  these  fugitives 
from  France,  it  is  supposed,  may  avail 
themselves. 

^^  My  LfOrds,  the  fact  must  be  admitted^ 
that  among  the  fugitives  from  France  are 
many  regulars  of  both  sexes.  The  monkSy 
however,  are  very  few ;  and  the  far  greater 
proportion  both  of  monks  and  nuns  are  the 
natural-borti  subjects  of  his  Mf^esty, — £ng>» 
lish  monks  and  English  nuns,  who  wiere  set- 
tled in  convents  of  their  own  in  France 
and  Flanders,  because  they  could  make  no 
auch  settlement  in  their  own  country.  TSieir 
houses  have  been  demolished,  their  proper- 
ty plundered,  their  persons  harassed  ;  and 
they  have  fled  into  the  arms  of  their  mo- 
ther-country in  the  hope  of  finding  a  ahdU 
ter  here  from  the  fury  of  Antichrist  in  a 
foreign  land.      With  these,  some  J^renck 
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monastics  of  both  s^xes,  have  made  their 
escape ;  and  they  are  now  all  settled  in  dif- 
ferent parts  of  the  country^  in  houses  in 
idiich  the  remaining  members  of  each  con- 
vent live  in  common.  The  monks,  as  I 
have  said,  are  few,^-£nglish  Benedictines 
settled  at  Acton  Bamell,  near  Shrewsbury) 
English  B^iedictines  at  Vernon  Hall,  near 
Liverpool;  English  Franciscans^  near  North 
Allerton ;  and  English  J)ominic»is  at  Cars- 
balton,  in  Surry.  The  persons  of  these 
four  different  orders  amount  to  no  more 
than  twenty-six ;  and  these,  with  the  addi- 
tion of  five  miserable  Cistercians  of  the  or- 
der  of  La  Trappe  settled  near  Wareham, 
and  five  Carthusians  near  Wardour  Castje, 
make  the  sum-total  of  monks,  English  and 
French,  settled  in  Englandi  The  nuns, 
my  Lords,  are  more  numerous ;  consisting 
of  the  surviving  members  of  twenty-two 
ponvents  in  all,  of  which  eighteen  were 
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bardine  Dames,  from  Abbey  Desprex  at 
Douay,  set^ed  at  PentonyiUe,  near  Isling^- 
tQu  ;  the  ladies  of  the  order  of  St  FiaDcia 
de  Sales,  settled  near  Little  Chelsea ;  the 
BenedictineDames  of  Montargis,  at  Bodnerf 
Hall,  in  Norfolk;  and  the  Hospitaliores  of 
Cambray,  at  or  near  Ilford,  in  Essex.  The 
wl^le  number  of  these  four  French^  icon- 
vents  is,  I  helie¥e»  very  amalL  Of-  tfa^ 
eighteen  English,  I  could  state  distinetljF 
the  different  orders^  the  settlementa,  and 
the  numbers  of  eachV^bi^  I  believe  I  am 
possessed  of  pretty  acclirate  and  authentio 
iniormation ;  But  I  shall  not  trouble  your 
lordships  with  this.detall ;  I  shall  only  smj 
that  the  gross  number  certainly  exceeds  aot 
three  hundred  and  sixty  piersons. 

^^  My  Lords,  all  these  persons  (with  the  ex- 
ception of  the  ten  French  monks)  have  qui^ 
lified  themselves  to  be  teachers  of  vouth. 
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according  to  the  statute  of  the  31st  of  the 
King;  and  they  have  opened  schools  at 
their  respective  liabitations, — the  monks  for 
lK>ys,  and  the  nuns  for  young  ladies. 

**  My  Lords,  I,  for  .my  part,  am  well 
pleased  that  the  Roman  Catholics,  of  this 
country  are  at  last  furnished  with  tlie  mean« 
of  education  for  their  sons  and  daughters 
within  the  kingdom^  My  Lords,  it  was  a 
i^ruel  and  a  weak  policy  to  compel  the  Ro^ 
man  Catholics  to  send  their  children  abroad 
for  that  liberal  education  which  tbey  could 
not  receive  at  home ;  and  I  believe  your 
Lordships  will  agree  with  me,  that  a.  Ro^ 
man  Catholic  education  at  home  is  a  much 
better  thing  than  a  Roman  Catholic  edu-^ 
cation  in  a  foreign  country.  My  Lords^ 
for  this  reason  I  rejoice  at  the  institution 
of  respectable  Rmnan  Catholic  schools  in 
different  parts  of  the  kingdom.  But  the 
friends  of  the  bill,  I  suppose,  will  say  ^^  It 
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is  very  fit  that  the  Roman  Catholics  should 
have  the  liberty  and  the  means  of  educating 
their  own  children  in  their  own  principles  | 
but  let  us  take  care  that  they  pervert  not 
our  children  ;  let  them  be  restrained  from 
taking  the  children  of  Protestants  to  board 
or  educate."  Agreed,  my  Lords  ;  this  re- 
striction should  certainly  be  laid  upon  them* 
Will  your  Lordships  give  me  leave  to  re^ 
cite  the  ISth^  14th»  15th,  and  16th  dauaes 
of  the  31st  of  the  King.  ^  No  ecclesiastic 
or  other  person  of  the  Roman  Catholic  re- 
ligion, who  shall  take  and  subscribe  the 
oath^  &C.  shall  be  prosecuted  in  any  court 
for  teaching  or  instructing  youth  as  a  tu- 
tor or  schoolmaster :  Provided,  that  no 
person  professing  the  Roman  Catholic  re- 
ligion shall  obtain  or  hold  the  master- 
ship of  any  endowed  college  or  school 
for  education  of  youth,  or  keep  a  school  io 
either  of  the  Universities  :    And  provided. 
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that  uo  schoolmaster  professing  the  Ro* 
man  Catholic  religion  shall  receive  into  his 

school  the  child  of  any  Protestant  father : 
And  provided,  that  no  person  professing 
the  Roman  Catholic  religion  shall  keep 
a  school  till  his  or  her  name  and  descrip- 
tion shall  have  be^i  recorded  at  the  quar- 
ter-sessions, by  the  clerk  of  the  peace,  &c. 
And  no  person  offending  in  the  premises 
(f.  e.  the  premises  of  these  three  provisos) 
shall  receive  any  benefit  of  this  act."     No 

schoolmaster,  therefore,  professing  the  Ro- 
man Catholic  religion,  who  shall  receive 
into  his  school  the  child  of  any  Protest- 
ant father,  is  to  have  any  benefit  of  this 
act  My  Lords,  if  he  has  no  benefit  of  this 
act,  he  is  liable  to  the  penalties  of  all  the 
subsisting  statutes  against  Popish  school- 
masters. And  what  are  those  penalties,  my 
Lords? — By  the  23dEliz.  (cap.  1.  sect.  6.) 
^^  Any  person  who  shall  keep  or  maintain 
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a  schoolmaster  which  shall  not  repair  to 
church,  or  be  allowed  by  the  bishop  or  of*. 
dinary  of  the  diocese,  shall  forfeit  10/.  for 
every  month;  and  such  schoolmaster  or 
teacher  presuming  to  teach  contrary  to  this 
act,  shall  be  disabled  from  teaching,  and 
shall  be  imprisoned  for  one  year/'  Su<^ 
my  Lords,  are  the  penalties  by  the  statute 
of  Elizabeth,-— upon  the  person  retaining 
a  Popish  schoolnuister,  a  forfeit  of  10/.  per 
month;  upon  the  schoolmaster,  disabili- 
ty, and  imprisonment  for  one  whole  year. 
But,  my  Lords,  these  being  not  enoo^i,' 
by  the  1st  Jac  cap.  4.  ^  No  person  shall 
keep  any  school,  or  be  a  sdioolmaster,  out 
of  any  of  the  universities  or  collies  of  this 
realm,  except  it  be  in  some  public  or  firee 
grammar-school,  or  in  some  such  noble^ 
man's  or  gentleman's  house  as  are  not  re* 
cusants,  or  where  the  same  schoolmaster 
shall  be  specially  licensed  thereunto  by  the ' 
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arclibishop,  bishop,  or  guardian  of  the  spi« 
ritualities  of  that  diocese.*'  And  the  pe^ 
Dalty,  my  Lords,  for  offence  against  this 
statute,  as  well  upon  the  schoolmaster  as 
the  party  that  shall  retain  or  maintain  him, 
is  a  forfeit  upon  each  of  them  separately  ox 
40s.  a  day.  Forty  shillings  a  day,  my  Lords, 
6eems  a  sufficient  forfeit  to  keep  any  Po- 
pish schoolooiaster  or  schoolmistress  in  pret-> 
ty  good  order.  But  it  is  said  these  old  laws 
are  a  mere  dead  letter,  they  are  so  difficult 
to  be  enforced.  Difficult  to  be  enforced^ 
my  Lords !  I  maintain  that  no  law  is  mord 
easy  to  be  enforced  than  these  penal  sta^ 
tutes  against  Popish  schoolmasters.  My^ 
Lords,  the  statute  of  King  James  is  a  bu-* 
siness  of  qui  tarn ;  for  the  forfeit  is  half  to 
the  King  and  half  to  the  person  that  sues : 
And  will  any  man  of  common  information 
say,  that  a  prosecution  by  indictment  for  a 
misdemeanour  under  this  new  bill  will  be 
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an  easier  proceeding  than  a  qui  tarn  action  P 
What  I  my  Lords,  is  a  pettifogging  attdr- 
ney  nowhere  to  be  found,  who  would  lend 
his  services  in  this  righteous  business  of 
bringing  Popish  schoolmasters  and  school- 
mistresses to  condign  punishment?  But 
then,  it  is  said,  it  would  be  odious  to  enforce 
these  penal  laws.  Would  it  so,  my  Lords  ? 
—then  I  say  it  is  infinitely  more  odious  to 
be  framing  new  ones, 

^*  My  Lords,  I  now  -come  to  the  greatest 
danger  of  all,  in  the  apprehension  of  the 
framers  of  this  bill ;  which  it  is  the  prino- 
pal  object  of  the  bill  to  prevent, — ^the  dan- 
ger that,  in  consequence  of  the  numeroua 
settlements  of  nuns  and  monks,  but  chie£* 
ly  of  nuns,  for  the  monks  are  so  few  that 
they  may  be  very  properly  overlooked,—- 
that  in  consequence  of  these  settlements^ 
monastic  institutions  may  gain  a  permaneDi 
establishment  in  this  country. 
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^  I  have  stated  to  your  Lordships,  that 
EDglish  nuns  of  eighteen  different  orders, 
besides  four  sets  of  French  nuns,  are  set* 
tied  in  different  parts  of  the  country, — each 
order  in  a  house  of  its  own ;  where  the  per*- 
sons  of  the  same  order  live  together  (but  a^ 
part  from  those  of  other  orders],  and,  other* 
wise  than  in  the  business  of  education,  mix 
not  with  the  world*  Now,  my  Lords,  if 
any  ten  or  twenty  or  a  larger  number  of 
these*  ladies  should  choose  to  take  a  great 
house,  where  they  may  live  together  as 
they  have  been  used  to  do  all  their  lives, 
and  lead  their  lives  according  to  their  old 
habits ;  getting  up  in  the  morning  and  re«- 
tiring  at  night  at  stated  hours ;  dining  upon 
fish  on  some  days  of  the  week,  upon  eggs 
on  others,-^!  profess  I  can  discover  no 
crime,  no  harm,  no  danger,  in  aU  this ;  and 
I  cannot  imagine  why  we  should  be  anx- 
ious to  prevent  it     My  Lords,  I  say  it 
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would  be  great  cruelty  to  attempt  to  pre^ 
vent  it ;  for,  my  Lords,  these  women  could 
find  no  comfort  in  any  society  but  their 
own,  nor  in  any  other  way  of  life.  My 
Lords,  they  cannot  mix  with  the  lower  or«' 
der  of  the  people :  They  are  ladies,  well- 
born (many  of  them  indeed  of  high  ex- 
traction], and  of  cultivated  minds.  And 
yet,  my  Lords,  they  are  not  prepared  to 
Inix  in  the  politer  circles.  Enamoured^ 
by  long  habit,  of  the  quiet  and  solitude 
of  their  cells,*-*absorbed  in  the  pleasures 
of  what  they  call  the  interior  life,-^hese 
women  would  have  no  relish  for  the 
exterior  life  of  fashionable  ladies.  My 
Lords,  it  would  be  martyrdom  to  these 
retired,  sober  women,  to  be  compelled  to 
lay  aside  the  cowl  and  simple  habit  of  their 
order,  to  besmear  their  cheeks  with  vermil* 
lion,  and  plaster  their  throats  with  litharge, 
**-to  clap  upon  their  heads  an  u^y  lump  of 
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manufactured  hair,  in  shape  and  colour  as 
difierent  as  possible  from  the  natural  cover- 
ing,— and  then,  with  elbows  bared  to  the 
shoulder,  to  sally  forth  to  the  pleasures  of 
the  midnight  rout,  to  distribute  the  cards 
at  loo,  or,  soaring  to  sublimer  joys,  to  rat- 
tle the  dice-box  at  the  games  of  hazard ! 
Exquisite,  ravishing,  as  these  delights  must 
be  confessed  to  be  to  those  who  have  a 
well-formed  taste,  these  stupjd  women,  my 
JLords,  have  not  that  taste ;  and  if  you  will 
not  permit  them  to  live  in  tlieir  own  dull 
way,  you  should  have  strangled  them  when 
they  first  landed.  "  Who  ever  thought  of 
strangling  them?''  say  the  friends  of  the 
bill  J  "  or  who  would  hinder  them  from  liv- 
ing quietly  among  themselves  in  their  own 
habitations  ?  But  what  we  fear  is,  that  they 
will  inveigle  our  own  young  women, — that 
they  will  profess  new  nuns  in  this  country, 
•— 'that  so  a  succession  will  beprovided,  and 
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monastic  institutions  established,  not  only 
for  a  time,  but  rendered  perpetual;  and 
that  is  the  danger  which  this  bill  is  intend-^ 
ed  to  prevent''  My  Lords,  I  confess  my 
mind  is  not  much  alarmed  with  apprehen-^ 
sions  of  this  danger.  My  Lords,  I  think 
we  have  a  pretty  good  security  against  it 
for  the  present,  in  the  general  inclination 
of  the  minds  of  my  &ir  countrywomen ; 
which,  I  am  uprsuaded,  is  not  bent  towards 
retirement  fnd  seclusion :  But  the  fancies, 
to  be  sure,  as  well  as  the  fashions  of  Eng- 
lish ladies  are  liable  to  change ;  and  there- 
fore I  agree,  that  small  as  the  danger  seems 
to  be  at  ptesent,  the  laws  ought  to  pro^ 
vide  against  it  But,  my  Lords,  I  ask, 
upon  this  point  as  upon  the  former,  have 
not  thfe  laws  provided  ?  Will  your  Lord- 
ships take  the  trouble  once  more  to  turn 
to  the  31st  of  the  King :  How  do  your 
Lordships  read  the  17th  section? — ^*^  Pro- 
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vided  also,  and  be  it  farther  enacted^  that 
nothing  in  this  act  contained  shall  make 
it  lawful  to  found,  endow,  or  establish 
(lawful  to  found,  to  endow  if  founded,  or  if 
founded  and  endowed,  to  establish— domi- 
cile in  this  country)  any  religious  order  or 
society  of  persons  bound  by  monastic  or 
religious  vows ;  or  to  found,  endow,  or  esta- 
blish any  school,  academy,  or  college,  by 
persons  professing  the  Rom|p  Catholic  re-- 
ligion,  within  these  realms  or  the  dominions 
thereunto  belonging:  And  that  all  uses, 
trusts,  and  dispositions,  whether  of  real  or 
personal  property,  which  immediately  be- 
fore the  said  24th  day  of  June  1791  might 
be  deemed  to  be  superstitious  or  unlawful, 
shall  continue  to  be  so  deemed  and  taken ; 
anything  in  this  act  contained  notwithstand- 
ing.'' Nothing,  your  Lordships  see,  in  this 
act  contained,  is  to  make  it  lawful  to  found, 
endow,  or  establish  any  monastic  society 
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in  this  couDtry.  If  nothing  in  this  act  of 
the  31st  of  the  King  makes  it  lawful,  I  am 
sure  it  is  not  made  lawful  by  any  other 
act:  It  is  completely  unlawful;  and  if 
any  of  the  religious  ladies  settled  here  at- 
tempt to  establish  and  perpetuate  their  cru- 
der in  this  country  by  professing  new  sistere 
here,  they  are  guilty  in  every  such  instance 
of  a  gross  overt  act  of  Fc^ery ;  and  the 
whole  park  (^  the  artillery  of  the  penal 
code  points  at  them  its  dreadful  thunders. 
And  not  only  so,  my  Lords,  but  no  mo- 
nastic society  can  take  any  property,  real 
or  personal :  Property  of .  any  kind,  or 
granted  in  any  way,  ^^  devised,  bequeathed, 
or  'settled  upon  trust,  so  that  the  profits 
may  be  applied  to  any  abbey,  priory,  con-> 
vent,  nunnery,  college  of  Jesuits,  seminary 
or  school  of  Popish  education,''  is  forfeited 
to  the  King,  for  the  use  of  the  public,  by 
the  1st  Geo.  sect.  2.  cap.  50.  Ani^Ithink, 
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my  Lords,  there  is  little  danger  that  any 
moT^astic  society  without  funds  of  any  sort 
for  its  subsistence  will  be  of  long  dura- 
tion. 

"  But,  my  Lords,  I  know  reports  are 
confidently  circulated  that  these  laws  are 
disregarded,  and  that  new  professions  have 
taken  place  in  great  numbers  among  the 
nuns  of  the  different  orders  since  their  ar- 
rival here.  My  Lords,  as  to  the  great 
numbers,  I  disbelieve  it :  That  some  have 
taken  place,  I  believe ;  but  they  have  been 
very  few ;  and  when  the  particular  cases  are 
examined,  there  will  be  found  to  be  very 
little  ground  of  complaint 

(The  Bishop  then  related  two  cases :  Up- 
on which  the  Lord  Chancellor  rose,  and 
observed,  that  it  might  be  very  improper 
to  proceed  in  this  particular  detail  i  since, 
whatever  might  be  said  in  extenuation,  the 
thing  was  certainly  a  high  offence  against 
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the  laws ;  and  the  discovery  of  particular 
instances  might  subject  the  persons  coa* 
corned  to  severe  prosecutions.) 

'^  My  Lords,  I  thank  the  noble  and 
learned  lord  for  stopping  me :  I  am  sen* 
sible  of  the  indiscretion  of  entering  upoa 
this  detail,  and  shall  proceed  no  farther 
in  it.  But  the  necessity  of  abstaining 
from  it,  which  the  noble  and  learned  lord 
lias  suggested^  greatly  strengthens  my  ar-* 
gument.  To  profess  a  new  sister,  even  in 
the  most  excusable  cases,  is  now  stated  by 
great  authority  to  be  a  high  offence  against 
the  existing  laws;  exposing  the  persona 
concerned  to  the  danger  of  very  severe  pe- 
nalties :  The  noble  and  learned  lord  there- 
fore agrees  with  me  that  the  thing  is  for- 
bidden, under  the  highest  penalties,  by 
the  laws  we  already  have  :  I  hope,  there* 
fore,  he  will  agree  with  me  in  the  conclu- 
sion that  no  new  law  is  necessary  upon 
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this  subject.     My  Lords,  with  respect  to 
the  fact  of  the  profusions  that  have  taken 
place,  I  shall  only  say  in  general,  that  it  is 
my  full  belief  and  persuasion,  that  not  one 
has  taken  place  among  our  English  nuny 
but  in  cases  similar  to  the  two  I  have  de- 
scribed ;   in    which    the    professed   were 
young  ladies  that  were  upon  their  proba^- 
tion  in  the  convent  abroad,  before  the 
storm  fell  upon  the  convents.      Such,  and 
such  only,  as  I  believe^  have  been  profes* 
sed  in  this  country  since  the  arrival  of  the 
convents  here.     And,  my  Lords,  I  must 
say  more  for  them  :     I  have  the  greatest 
reason  to  believe,  that  even  in  such  cases 
the  offence  will  not  be  repeated  amongst 
the  English  nuns :  I  have  the  greatest  rea* 
son  to  believe,  and  could  almost  venture  to 
assure  the  House,  that  the  vicars  apostolic^ 
well  aware  of  the  illegality  of  the  practice, 
have  cautioned  their  p^ple  against^it,  and 
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will  use  their  utmost  influence  to  prevent 
it  in  the  future.     My  Lords,  in  saying  this 
with  respect  only  to  the  English  nuns,  I 
would  not  be  understood  to   admit  that 
any  worse  cases  have  happened  among  the 
French   sisterhoods,  or  that  the  thing  19 
likely  to  be  repeated  among  them :     But 
with  respect  to  them,  my  Lords,  I  speak 
with  less  confidence,  because  I  have  not 
means  of  information  equally  accurate }  and 
I  conceive  Uiat  the  vicars  apostolic  may  not 
have  the  same  command  over  them  as  they 
have  over  the  English.  But  I  must  observe, 
my  Lords,  with  respect  to  them,  that  air. 
though  the  penal  laws  and  the  statutes  of 
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marked  long  since,  to  natural*bora  subjects 
and  tp  aliens,  yet  if  these  alien  nuns  should 
be  so  ill-advised  as  to  take  advantage  of  the 
indulgence  which  our  statutes  extend  to 
them,  to  do  any  thing  that  may  juady  offend 
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A- 

tion  of  the  alien  bill^  my  Lords^  bangs  over 
them.  So  that^  with  the  laws  respecting 
Popery,  equally  applying  to  subjects  and  to 
aliens,  with  the  addition  of  the  alien  bill  to 
keep  aliens  in  order  in  all  points,  I  con- 
ceive our  security  against  the  dangers  which 
this  bill  would  obviate  to  be  most  com- 
plete. 

^^  But  now,  my  Lords,  let  us  look  at  the 
means  of  security  which  this  bill  would 
provide ;  which  I  affirm  to  be  most  uncon- 
stitutional. 

^^  My  Lords,  the  preamble  of  the  bill 
states,  that  ^^  numbers  of  persons  belong- 
ing to  certain  religious  orders  or  commu- 
nities have  lately  come  into  this  kingdom.^' 
-—Agreed,  my  Lords ;  the  fact  is  as  stated. 
Then  the  preamble  assumes,  ^  that  it  is 
expedient  to  permit,  under  certain  restric- 
tions, their  residence  here.''— Agreed  again. 
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my  Lords :  It  is  very  convenient  to  per-^ 
mit  their  residence ;  for^  with  respect  to  the 
&r  greater  part  of  them^  their  residence, 
upon  the  condition  of  their  taking  the  oaths 
required  by  law,  cannot  but  be  permitted. 
The  nuns  in  the  proportion  of  nine  to  two, 
and  the  monks  in  the  proportion  of  twenty- 
six  to  ten,  are  natural-bom  subjects;  and  ha* 
ving  taken  the  oaths,  have  a  right  to  reside 
here,  in  their  own  oountry,  without  any  re- 
strictions. Well,  my  Lords,  since  here 
they  are,  and  since  they  cannot  be  sent 
away,  the  bill  wisely  proceeds  to  enact, 
that  **  from  the  passing  of  this  act,  it  shall 
be  lawful  for  his  Majesty,  his  heirs  and 
successors,  when  they  shall  think  fit,  to 
grant  to  such  religious  orders  or  commu-* 
nities  professing  the  Roman  Catholic  faith, 
his  royal  licence  and  authority  to  continue 
to  reside  in  these  realms  during  the  conti-t 
nuance  of  the  present  war,  and  one  year 
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after.'* — ^To  continue  to  reside  ?  My  Lords, 
for  the  continued  residence  of  the  indivi- 
duals no  licence  is  wanted  ;  it  is  a  matter 
of  right  with  respect  to  most  of  them  :  The 
continued  residence  therefore  which  is  to 
be  licensed,  must  be  understood  of  their 
residence  as  orders  or  communities — ^their 
residence  as  monastic  corporations,  in  that 
form  and  shape ;  and  so  the  words  that 
follow  explain  it :  The  King  is  impow^ 
ed  to  grant  them  his  licence  to  reside, 
''  and  to  perform  and  observe,  within  their 
respective  houses,  the  rites  and  ordinances 
of  their  respective  institutions ;  any  law  or 
statute  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding." 
This,  my  Lords,  is  what  I  maintain  to  be 
perfectly  unconstitutional      Observe,  my 

* 

Lords, — ^they  are  licensed  to  perform  the 
rites  and  ordinluices—- of  what,  my  Lords  ? 
— Not  simply  of  the  Roman  Catholic  re- 
ligion, but  of  their  respective  institutions. 
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My  Lords,  did  the  framers  of  this  biU 
know  what  will  be  allowed,  or  rather  did 
they  know  what  will  not  be  allowed,  under 
such  a  licence  ?  Penance,  your  Lordships 
know,  is  a  rite  of  the  Roman  Catholic  re- 
ligion: But  penance  in  religious  houses 
is  administered  by  the  order  and  direction 
of  the  superior ;  and  as  there  administered^ 
it  often  consists  in  imprisonment  for  any 
leJhgth  of  time,  and  in  other  corporal  se- 
verities. Good  God  !  my  Lords,  and  are 
the  superiors  of  these  Parliamentary  mo^ 
nasteries  to  be  impowered,  by  his  Majes* 
ty's  royal  licence,  to  imprison  and  otherwise 
maltreat  the  persons  of  his  Majesty's  sub« 
jects?  But,  my  Lords,  this  is  not  all :  Did 
the  framers  of  this  bill  know  howVaccording 
to  the  notions  of  Roman  Catholics,  a  new 
monastery  may  be  founded*?— -My  Lords^ 
it  cannot  be  done  by  act  of  Parliament : 
The  Roman  Catholics  will  not  consider  it 
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ti  a  monastery,  without  some  considerable 
interposition  of  the  authority  of  the  eccle- 
siastical superiors,— of  the  bishop  of  the 
diocese,  in  any  country  where  the  church 
of  Rome  is  the  established  church;  except, 
indeed,  in  vthe  case  of  an  order  of  nuns 
specially  exempted  from  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  bishop,  and  subject  to  some  order  of 
monks ;  which  is  the  case  of -many :  But  in 
this  country,  where  the  church  of  Romi^ 
is  only  tolerated,  I  apprehend  the  vicars 
apostolic  stand  in  the  place  of  the  biaihop 
of  the  diocese,  or  other  ecclesiastical  supe- 
rior. But,  however  that  may  be,  my  Lords, 
the  ecclesiastical  authority,  ifl  whatever 
hands  it  may  be  lodged,  must  be  interposed 
for  the  regular  constitution  of  a  monas* 
tery  or  a  convent.  And  so,  by  this  licence, 
toy  Lords,  the  -King  lA  to  give  not  barely 
a  religious  but  a  civil  political  efiect  to 
tliese  acts  of  the  hierarchy  of  the  Roman 
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churcli.  Still,  my  Lords,  this  is  not  all :  The 
Roman  Catholic  bishop  cannot  act  in  such 
a  business  of  himself ;  he  must  be  special- 
Ij  impowered  by  a  bull  of  the  Pope.    Your 
Lordships  know  that  the  importaticHi  or 
putting  in  ure  of  any  faculty,  dispensation, 
bull,  or  instrument  whatever,  of  the  See  of 
Rome,  is  prohibited  by  a  multitude  of  sta- 
tutes, .  under  the  highest  penalties :    Bat 
with  all  these  prohibitions  of  the  law,  the 
King  by  this  bill  will  be  impowered,  in 
the  instance  of  settling  a  monasfiery  or  con- 
yeat  here,  to  dispense.     My  Lords,  have 
'we  ^forgotten  what  it  was  that  lost  Jamei 
the  Second%is  crown  ? — ^was  it  not  his  ai>- 
tempting  to  dispense  with  the  laws  in  that 
very  brancii  in  which  this  bill  would  place 
a  dispensing  power  in  the  hands  of  the 
Sovereign  ?  My  Lords,  I  see  but  few  of  m  j 
brethren  upon  that  bench ;  but  among  the  • 
few  that  are  present,'  I  have  the  satisfaction 
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to  see  a  successor  of  one  of  the  seven  who 
had  the  honour  to  be  committed  to  the 
Tower  for  the  opposition  they  gave  to  the 
arbitrary  measures  of  James  the  Second : 
My  Lords,  I  trust  that  right  reverend  pre- 
late will  think  it  his  dftty,  for  the  honour  of 
his  see,  to  give  me  his  most  strenuous  sup- 
port in  the  resistance  I  am  now  making 
to  this  dangerous,  alarming,  unconstitu- 
tional project    ^ 

^^  But  now,  my  Lords,- 1  will  suppose 
that  your  Xordships  find  these  objections 
of  no  weight,— which  I  hope  will  not  be  the 
case :  But  suppose  the  bill  passed ;  BUppoBg 
the  licences  granted ;  they  are  to  be  only 
for  a  term .  (the  probable  term  perhaps  a 
pretty  good  one),  till  the  end  of  the  war 
tuid  one  year  after ;-— my  Lords,  what  is  to 
become  of  these  women  when  that  period 
shall  arrive  ?  Are  we  then,  when  they  are 
comfortably  settled,  attached  to  their  habi- 
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tations,  advanced  in  years, — ^are  we  then  to 
say  to  helpless  inoffensive  women  ^^  Comey 
ladies,  turn  out!  your  term  is  expired; 
you  can  stay  no  longer  here  ?'^  My  Lords^ 
this  can  never  happen  ;  they  are  in  no 
danger :  I  again  repeat,  they  are  natural- 
born  subjects  of  the  King-— bom  to  the 
rights  and  franchises  of  subjects:  Thej 
have  bound  their  allegiance  to  the  Sove* 
reign  in  the  terms  which  the  law  prescribes ; 
and  it  never  can  be  said  to  them  ^  Turn 
out/'  But  I  hold  up  this  circumstance  to 
your  Lordships'  notice  as  a  manifest  indi- 
*cation  of  the  spirit  in  which  this  bill  hat 
been  framed. 

**  My  Lords,  being  put  to  my  shifts,  as 
I  mentioned  at  the  beginning,  to  discover 
what  the  friedds  of  this  bill  could  say  for 
it,  I  have  hearkened  out  very  much  to  the 
pro  and  can  about  it  in  company*  One 
thing  I  have  heard  urged  in  &vour  of  the 
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bill  is  this, — ^that  the  Roman  Catholics  Very 
much  dislike  it :  They  dislike  it ;  ergo^ 
it  must  be  a  most  delectable  bill !  A  very 
pleasant  argument,  my  Lords !  Only  con- 
sider how  fat  this  will  go»  If  a  bill  were 
brought  in  to  repeal  the  31st  of  the  King^ 
the  Roman  Catholics^  I  will  answer  for 
them,  would  very  much  dislike  that.  Would 
your  Lordships,  for  that  reason,  pass  it? 
Will  your  Lordships  apply  this  principle  to 
other  bills  now  pending  ?  There  is  a  cer- 
tain bill  before  the  House,  which  the  mil-* 
lers  exceedingly  dislike :  Will  your  Lord-« 
ships  therefore  pa^^s  it  at  once,  without  any 
£&rther  investigation  of  its  merits,  oi  any 
hearing  of  their  objections  ?  Such  a  pro- 
ceeding would  save  your  Lordships  much 
time  and  trouble }  and  the  final  conclusion 
^might,  in  that  instance^  for  aught  I  know, 
be  very  right :   But,  my  Lords,  this  way  of 
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comiDg  to  it  would  not  be  very  consistent 
with  the  wisdom  and  justice  of  Parliament. 
"  My  Lords,  there  is  one  part  of  this  bill, 
and  one  part  only,  which  I  cannot  say  I 
wholly  disapprove :  It  is  that  clause  which 
requires  Roman  Catholic  schoolmasters  and 
schoolmistresses  of  a  certain  description  to 
make  an  annual  return  of  their  schools  to 
the  clerk  of  the  peace.  My  Lords,  I  think 
it  would  be  very  proper  that  Grovernmeat 
should  be  informed  from  time  to  time  of 
the  actual  state  of  all  Roman  Catholic 
schools:  But  I  would  rather  that  this  jshould 
make  a  part  of  a  general  bill  for  the  r^u- 
lation  of  all  schools ;  a  matter  that  loudly 
calls  for  the  attention  of  the  Legislature^ 
Time  was,  my  Lords,  when  schools  were 
under  some  control ;  but  since  the  statute 
of  the  19th  of  the  King  for  the  farther  r^ 
lief  of  Protestant  dissenting  ministers,  they 
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have  been  under  none.  A  schoolmaster 
has  only  to  declare  that  he  is  a  Christian 
and  a  Protestant  dissenting  from  the  esta- 
blished church  of  England,  and  to  profess 
his  general  belief  in  the  Holy  Scriptures  in 
the  terms  required  of  dissenting  ministers, 
— and  no  one  has  a  right  to  ask  him  **  Why 
have  you  opened  school  here?  whom  do 
you  teach  ?  or  what  do  you  teach  them  ?'* 
My  Lords,  the  consequence  is,  that  schools 
of  much  worse  things  than  Popery  abound 
in  all  parts  of  the  kingdom, — schools  of  Ja- 
cobinical religion,  and  of  Jacobinical  poli- 
tics ;  that  is  to  say,  schools  of  atheism  and 
disloyalty, — schools  in  the  shape  and  dis- 
guise of  charity-schools  and  Sunday-schools, 
in  which  the  minds  of  the  children  of  the 
very  lowest  orders  are  enlightened ;  that  is, 
taught  to  despise  religion  and  the  laws,  and 
all  subordination.  Books  have  been  com- 
posed for  the  use  of  sudhi  schools,  of  the 
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most  dangerous  tendency.  My  Lords,  I 
know  that  this  is  going  on  in  various  parts 
of  the  kingdom^  and  particularly  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  the  metropolis.  I  hope 
that  in  another  session  the  attention  of  the 
Legislature  will  be  turned  to  this  most  im- 
portant business :  But  it  is  much  too  late 
in  this  to  take  up  any  general  plan  of  re^ 
gulation ;  and  there  is  nothing  that  presses 
for  any  immediate  regulation  beyond  what 
we  already  have  of  Roman  Catholic  schools 
in  particular.  My  Lords^  it  is  my  persua- 
sion, that  the  Roman  Catholics  of  this  coun- 
try are  in  general  good  subjects,  loyally  at* 
tached  to  his  Majesty^s  person  and  to  the 
constitution.  I  must  say  more,  my  Lords, 
though  not  more  than  I  have  said  upon  for- 
mer occasions  in  this  place;  I  am  per« 
suaded,  that  of  all  sects  dissenting  from 
the  established  church,  there  is  not  one  in 
the  present  times  from  which  either  churdi 
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or  state  has  less  to  fear  than  from  the  Ro- 
man Catholics.  My  Lords^  in  this  state  of 
things,  the  danger  is  not  to  the  church  of 
England  from  Popery :  The  danger  to  be 
more  dreaded  is  that  which  threatens  us 
all  from  the  common  enemy  of  the  Chris- 
tian nama  Nothing  could  be  more  oppo- 
site to  the  general  interests  of  Christianity 
--^nothing  more  c^posite  to  the  interests 
of  the  state— nothing  more  opposite  to  the 
interests  of  the  Protestant  religion — than 
any  measure  that  might  conduce,  as  the 
passing  of  this  act  would  conduce,  to  a  re- 
vival of  the  rancour  between  Protestants 
and  Roman  Catholics ;  which,  I  flatter  my- 
self is  dying  away,  if  we  can  but  persuade 
ourselves  to  let  what  is  well  alone. 

*^  My  Lords,  I  could  say  much  more 
against  this  biU ;  but  I  have  taken  up  too 
much  of  your  time :  What  I  have  said  is 
more  than  sufficient  to  warrant  the  motion 
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I  now  make.  I  humbly  move  your  Loid- 
ships,  that  this  bill  be  committed  for  this 
day  thre6  months." 


The  motion  was  opposed  by  the  Bishop 
of  Winchester  ;  warmly^  supported  by 
Lord  Grenville;  and  tarried,  without  a 
division.  Of  course,  the  original  bill  was 
lost 


ON  THE  PRELIMINARIES  OF  PEACE  BETWEEN 
ENGLAND  AND  THE  FRENCH  REPUBLIC ; 

November  3^  1801  • 


Xn  the  end  of  the  year  1801^  preliminary 
articles  of  peace  were  concluded  between 
Great  Britain  and  the  French  Bepublic. 
Perhaps  no  peace  was  ever  made  on  which 
rejoicings  were  more  general^  or  satisfac- 
tion more  universally  and  loudly  expres- 
sed. There  were  however  some  statesmen, 
formidable  from  their  character  and  their 
talents  rather  than  their  numbers,  who 
professed  an  early  and  unequivocal  dissa- 
tisfaction  at  the  peace.  Their  opposition 
could  not  be  ascribed  to  antipatriotic  mo- 
tives ;  for  during  the  whole  course  of  the 
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war,  they  had  been  conspicuous  in  their  en- 
deavours to  animate  the  country,  and  in- 
deed all  Europe,  against  the  common  ene- 
my: To  represent  them  as  men  who  pre- 
ferred  war  to  peace,  was  an  effort  of  grosa 
and  malignant  injustice,  which  their  cha* 
racters,  as  exhibited  on  every  occasion,  evi- 
dently refuted.  They  did  however  prefer 
the  late  war  to  the  present  peace ;  and  their 
reasons,  ably  and  amply  detailed  by  them*, 
selves  in  the  two  Houses  of  Parliament, 
are  the  materials  from  which  a  judgmoit 
must  be  formed  of  the  correctness  of  their 
views  and  the  justness  of  their  inferenoe& 
Among  this  little  band  was  .Dr  Horaley, 
Bishop  of  RocHESTEB ;  who,  when  the  ad- 
dress to  the  Throne  expressive  of  approba- 
tion of  the  peace  was  moved  by  Lord 
RoMNET  in  the  House  of  Lords,  on  the  3d 
of  November  1801,  made  the  following 
speech. 
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^*  MY  LOBDS, 

^^  Afler  what  I  hgye  heard  in 
this  House  this  night  jBrom  the  gravest  au- 
thority,— in  perfect  agreement  with  what  I 
before  had  heard  elsewhere  from  authority 
not  less  respectable^^r-I  ought  perhaps  to  be 
diffident  of  my  own  judgment,  when  it 
stands  in  opposition  to  the  sentiments  of 
those  whose  opinions  I  haye  long  been  in 
the  habit  of  looking  up  to  with  respect  and 
deference ;  who  may  be  supposed,  from  the 
situations  which  they  have  held  in  public 
life,  to  be  more  competent  than  I  can  be 
to  form  an  accurate  judgment  upon  ques- 
tions  like  that  which  is  now  before  us. 
Nevertheless,  when  a  resolution  has  been 
moved,  that  this  Housf^  should  approach  the 
Throne  with  an  address  expressive  of  ap^- 
probation  of  the  preliminaries  of  peace  with 
the  French  Republic  which  have  been  laid 
vpon  the  table,  I  cannot  consistently  with 
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my  Parliamentary  duty  give  my  vote  of 
sent  to  the  motion,  unless  a  conviction  were 
wrought  upon  my  mind  by  argument,  that 
these  preliminary  articles  are,  at  least  in 
the  leading  points,  such  as  any  one  who 
pays  regard  to  the  interests  and  honour  of 
the  country  may  conscientiously  approver 
My  Lords,  I  shall  not  attempt  at  this  Ifte 
hour  *  to  go  into  the  detail  into  which  I 
thought  to  go  when  I  came  down  to  the 
House  this  night*    The  attempt  indeed  k 
rendered  unnecessary,  by  the  great  ability 
with  which  the  subject  has  already  been 
discussed,  by  the  noble  earl  who  first  xoae     • 
in  opposition  to  the  motion,  and  the  noble 
lord  who  followed  on  the  same   side.     I 
shall  therefore  compress  my  argument  as 
much  as  possible,  and  state  my  reasons  ge- 
nerally for  dissenting  from  the  motion. 


^  Three  in  the  morning* 
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But  1  think  myself  obliged  to  declare  my 
reasons,  in  a  brief  and  general  way ;  because, 
having  the  misfortune  to  disapprove  in  this 
ini|tance  of  a  measure  of  the  Executive 
Government,  which,  as  I  guess,  is  likely 
to  receive  the  approbation  of  a  great  ma- 
jority of  this  House,  it  would  not  be  re- 
spectful either  to  the  House  or  the  Mini- 
ster to  give  a  silent  vote  of  opposition ;  and 
I  am  the  more  anxious  upon  this  occasion 
to  explain  the  reasons  of  the  vote  which  I 
shaU  give,  because  I  am  aware  that  it  may 
seem  strange  that  any  one  should  rise  from 
the  bench  on  which  I  have  the  honour  to 
sit  to  disapprove  of  peace. 

•*  My  Lords,  I  hope  my  mind  is  not  in- 
sensible to  the  miseries  of  war :  I  am  well 
aware  how  much  it  is  the  duty  of  the  mini- 
sters of  the  gospel  to  promote  what  they  can 
the  tranquillity  and  concord  of  mankind, 
and  to  stop  the  efiusion  of  human  blood 
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God  forbid,  my  Lords,  I  should  ever  be 
wanting  in  that  duty :  Gk)d  forbid  I  should 
not  be  the  advocate  of  peace.  My  Lords^  I 
now  rise  the  advocate  of  peace ;  for,  because 
I  would  be  the  advocate  of  the  substance 
and  reality,  I  must  and  will  be  upcm  all 
occasions  the  open  and  decided  enemy  of 
the  mere  name,  the  pretence,  and  the 
counterfeit  of  peace«  And  what  is  any 
peace,  but  a  mere  name,  a  pretence,  and  a 
counterfeit,  which  contains  in  it  the  seed 
and  germ  of  everlasting  wars  ?  And  gnch, 
in  my  judgment  is  the  peace  which,  accord- 
ing to  the  preliminaries  upon  the  table.  Us 
Majesty's  present  Ministers  are  concluding 
with  the  French  Republic  My  Lords,  I 
shall  not  go  into  the  detail  of  the  arguments 
which  this  topic  opens  :  The  subject  n^ght 
at  any  time  be  too  much  for  my  abilities ; 
it  certainly  at  present  is  too  much  for  my 
#trengtk    In  mercy  to  your  Lordships  and 
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myself,  I  will  be  very  general  and  btief  4 
The  general  view  of  this  wide  subject,  I  can 
comprise,  I  think,  in  few  words. 

**  What  is  the  present  situation  of  France, 
toy  Lords  ? — Her  present  situation  is,  that 
she  is  possessed  of  a  continental  territory 
which  comprehends  nothing  less  than  the 
whole  body  of  the  ancient  western  empire* 
I  call  all  this  the  territory  of  France,  my 
Lords,  not  forgetting  that  much  of  it  be- 
longs to  other  kingdoms  and  states  which 
she  calls  her  allies :  But  this  makes  no  dif* 
ference ;  fof  such  is  the  French  power,  that 
those  whom  she  honours  with  the  name  of 
allies  are  in  truth  her  subjects,  or,  to  speak 
more  properly,  her  slaves.  This  vast  tract 
of  territory  is  covered  with  a  population  far 
exceeding  any  thing  that  was  spread  over 
the  same  surface  when  it  was  subject  to  the 
Romans ;  and  this  immense  population  is 
at  the  command  and  disposal  of  a  govern^ 
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ment  more  energetic,  more  united,  more 
prompt  in  execution,  than  the  government 
of  Rome  was  under  any  of  her  best  em- 
perors. This  vast  empire  is  fenced  on  the 
one  side  by  a  barrier  of  rivers,  mountains^ 
lakes,  rocks,  forts,  which  render  it  inacces- 
sible to  any  of  the  neighbouring  states  that 
would  be  the  most  likely  to  assail  it :  On 
the  other  side,  the  termination  is  the  whole 
length  of  sea-coast  from  the  mouth  of  the 
Texel  to  the  harbour  of  Brest;  a  coast 
which  will  be  particularly  formidable  to 
this  country  when  France  shali  have  got 
up  a  navy ;  and  that  in  no  long  time  she 
will  have  a  navy,  your  Lordships  cannot 
doubt,  if  you  recollect  what  vast  forests  of 
timber  clothe  the  sides  of  the  mountains 
which  crown  the  banks  of  the  Rhine  in  a 
great  part  of  its  course.  Now,  my  Lords,  I 
am  very  well  aware,  that  our  naval  strength^ 
and  the  successes  of  our  navy,  had  the  war 
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lieen  continued,  could  never  have  deprived 
France  of  any  part  of  these  vast  cpntinen- 
tal  dominions :  But,  my  Lords,  I  contend, 
that  for  this  very  reason  this  country  ought 
to  have  retained  the  acquisitions  of  her 
naval  victories;  which  were  ours  by  the  very 
same  right  of  conquest  by  which  France 
holds  the  greater  part  of  her  continental 
empire ;  and  would  have  been  in  our  hands 
a  great  drawback,  as  it  were,  from  her  ge- 
neral strength.  My  Lords,  this  has  been 
so  fully  argued  by  the  two  noble  lords  to 
whom  I  alluded  before,  that  it  is  needless 
for  me  to  dwell  upon  it :  I  shall' only  say, 
that  no  answer  has  yet  been  given  to  the 
arguments  of  these  noble  lords, — no  answer 
I  mean,  which  takes  hold  of  my  mind. 
Noble  lords  indeed  have  entered  into  mi- 
nute calculations  of  the  value  of  each  arti- 
cle of  our  cessions  taken  singly :  Minorca 
is  worth  only  so  much,-~Malta  only  so 
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tnuch^-^-'and  so  on*  But^  my  Lords,  thitf 
is  not  at  all  the  question,  What  might  bet 
the  value  and  importance  of  each  separate* 
]y  ? — the  question  is,  What  is  the  value' and 
importance  of  the  aggregate  ?  My  Lords^ 
what  I  ask  of  Ministers  is  this  :  Why  have 
they  voluntarily  ceded  to  France,  withiool 
any  compensation,  in  addition  to  their  ooii- 
tinental  empire, — of  which,  by  the  conti* 
nuance  of  the  war,  I  grant,  we  could  not 
hope  to  dispossess  them, — ^but  why  have 
they  ceded  to  them,  in  addition  to  that,  the 
absolute  sovereignty  of  the  Mediterranean 
Sea  ? — for  that,  your  Lordships  must  peff«» 
ceive,  is  the  effect  of  the  cession  of  every 
island  and  every  port  in  the  Mediterranean 
and  the  Adriatic.  Then  for  our  conquests 
in  the  West  Indies.  But  here  I  am  stop* 
ped :  Noble  lords  say;  that  the  cession  of 
these  same  West  Indian  islands  was  a  part 
of  the  project  of  negotiation  in  1797 ;  that 
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in  effect  that  project  received  the  sanction 
of  Parliament,  by  the  address  which  upon 
that  occasion  we  carried  to  the  Tlirone ; 
tfHd  that  Parliament  cannot  now  disapprove 
the  cessions  to  which  it  consented  upon 
that  former  occasion.  My  Lords,  I  very 
well  remember  that  the  elision  of  those 
islands  entered  into  the  profet  o{  1797; 
jBOid  I  admit  that  the  cession  at  that  time 
was  sanctioned  by  the  address  of  Parlia- 
ment :  But,  my  Lords,  I  must  deny  that 
the  sanction  given  to  that  cession  then 
binds  us  to  an  approbation  of  the  same 
cession  now ;  for  although  the  islands  ceded 
are  in  name  the  same,  in  value  to  the 
French  they  are  very  different.  My  Lords, 
ask  the  French  themselves:  Their  own 
.  writers  say  '^  We  receive  back  the  islands 
tif  St  Lucie,  Martinique,  and  Tobago,  im- 
proved and  enriched  by^  the  culture,  the 
iudusti^,  and  with  the  capital  of  British 
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subjects."  My  Lords,  they  say  more ;  th^ 
say  that  these  islands  have  no  value  but 
what  they  derive  from  having  been  some 
time  in  tlie  possession  of  the  English* 
N0W9  my  Lords,  this  being  the  case,  the 
value  of  these  islands  must  be  infinitely 
greater  now  than  it  was  in  the  year  1797 ; 
because  they  have « been  four  years  long^ 
in  our  possession ;  and  the  cessk>n  of  them 
might  be  a  measure  of  sound  policy  in  the 
year  1797,  and  a  measure  of  very  weak  po- 
licy in  the  year  1801.  Then,  my  Lords,.! 
ask  again.  Why  have  we  given  the  French 
the  key  of  readmission  to  their  Asiatic  pos- 
sessions, by  the  cession  of  Pondicherry  ? — 
which  in  a  few  years,  I  fear,  will  render 
our  boasted  conquest  of  the  Mysore  use- 
less, if  not  detrimental,  to  this  country:  . 
We  shall  have  made  the  conquest  not  for 
ourselves,  but  for  tlie  French.  Indeed  I 
fear,  tliat  by  the  effect  of  this  peace,  it  is  not 
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for  Britain,  but  for  France,  that  in  every 
quarter  of  the  globe  our  brave  sailors  and 
soijdiers  have  bled  and  conquered. 

"  My  Lords,  what  I  dread  as  the  worst 
consequence  of  this  peace,  is  the  revival  of 
the  spirit  of  Jacobinism  in  this  country. 

My  Lords,   in  this  country  the  spirit  of 

■ 

Jacobinism  is  revived:  We  have  already 
seen  unequivocal  symptoms  of  it.  I  al- 
lude not  in  this  to  the  tumultuous  joy  of 
the  rabble  of  this  metropolis,  when  they 
dragged  the  two  Frenchmen  about  the 
streets :  I  found  my  opinion  of  the  resusci- 
tation of  Jacobinism  on  the  sentiments 
publicly  avowed  by  persons  who  move  in  a 
much  higher  sphere  j  who  have  dared  to 
say,  that  "  The  terms  of  this  peace  are  not 
bad  enough  for  Great  Britain — not  good 
enough  for  France :  That  the  interests  of 
mankind  demand  that  France  should  be 
exalted  and  Great  Britain  humbled."     My 
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Lords,  I  still  have  hope  that  this  daring 
spirit  will  be  overpowered  and  kept  down 
by  the  energies  of  internal  government  I 
sAiould  think  it  a  great  calamity  indeed  if 
that  should  take  place  which  some  noble 
lords  seem  to  wish, — if  the  two  bills  should 
be  repealed  which  I  deem  the  essential 
barriers  of  the  constitution ;  not,  as  aome 
affect  to  think  them,  infringements  of  it 

"  My  Lords,  I  have  freely  spoken  my 
sentiments.  I  hope  my  warmth  has  not  be-* 
trayed  me  into  expressions  personally  dia^ 
respectful  to  any  of  his  Majesty ^s  Mini- 
sters from  whom  I  have  the  misfortune  to 
differ  upon  this  question.  •  In  this  very 
measure,  which  I  disapprove^  I  give  them 
entire  credit,  not  only  for  great  integri- 
ty, but  I  suppose  they  have  been  influ- 
enced by  considerations  which  might  in 
some  degree  deserve  the  attention  of  great 
and  able  statesmen,  as  no  doubt  they  are } 
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snd  were  I  single  in  the  disapprobation  of 
what  they  have  done,  I  should  be  very 
willing  to  suppose  that  it  was  owing  to  the 
inferiority  of  my  own  talents  that  I  saw 
things  in  another  light  than  they.  Never- 
theless, my  own  vote  must  be  determined 
by  my  own  judgment. 

^^  Before  I  sit  down,  I  must  say  one  thing 
more.  The  sentiments  which  I  have  now 
delivered  to  your  Lordships,  I  have  never 
given  to  the  public  in  any  other  manner 
nor  in  any  other  place.  I  think  it  neces- 
sary to  make  this  declaration;  because  I 
find  a  report  is  got  abroad,  and  has  ob- 
tained credit  among  my  friends,  that  I  have 
been  the  author  of  certain  letters  addressed 
to  the  noble  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  which  have  lately  appeared  in  the 
public  prints.  *    My  Lords,  I  declare,  that 


*  Of  the  letters  allude^  to,  Mr  Cobb^tt  was  the  author. 
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however  I  may  agree  in  the  opinions  con- 
tained in  those  letters  (as  I  agree  indeed  en-* 
tirely), — ^whatever  I  may  think  of  the  infor- 
mation and  abilities  of  the  writer  (of  which  I 
think  very  highly), — ^yet  I  declare,  upon  my 
honour,  I  am  not  the  author  of  them,  nor 
have  I  any  knowledge  of  the  author.  My 
Loids,  I  hold  my  situation  as  a  lord  of 
Parliament  much  too  high,  to  condescend 
to  attack  a  noble  Secretary  of  State  in  a 
newspaper,  or  in  any  other  manner  than 
as  I  now  do,  upon  my  l^s  in  this  place.** 


Minority. 

Marqius  <tf  Bccrikgham.  Earl  Spencer. 

Earl  of  Pembroke.  Eari  of  Caernarvoit. 

Earl  of  Warwick.  Bishop  of  Rochsstsr. 

Earl  FiTzip^'iLLiAM.  Lord  Grekviljlk. 

Earl  of  Baonor.  Lord  Gwypir. 


ON  LAWS  RELATING  TO  SPIRITUAL  PERSONS ; 


June  10,  180S. 


On  a  motion  for  the  Peers  resolving  them- 
selves into  a  Committee  of  the  whole 
House  upon  the  bill  entitled  "  an  act  to 
amend  and  render  more  effectual  the  laws 
relating  to  spiritual  persons,  &c"  the  Bi- 
shop of  St  Asaph  *  spoke  as  follows. 


**  MY  LORDS, 

"  Upon  the  second  reading  of 
this  bill,  I  took  the  liberty  to  declare,  that, 


*  Dr  Hofcley  was  translated  from  the  see  of  Rpchetter 
to  that  of  St  Asaph  in  1802. 
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with  an  entire  approbation  of  the  prmciple, 
I  was  dissatisfied  with  the  fabric  of^it  in 
many  parts :  And  I  craved  the  permission  of 
tlie  House, — which  I  widerstood  that  I  ob- 
tained,— when  the  motion  should  be  made 
which  is  now  made  for  the  House  to  re- 
solve itself  into  a  committee  upon  the 
bill,  to  trouble  your  Lordships  with  a  ge- 
neral review  of  the  fabric  of  it ;  which  i 
thought  would  be  the  best  way  to  explain 
the  grounds  of  the  numerous  amendments 
which  I  should  feel  it  my  duty  to  prOi» 
pose ;  and  would  much  shorten  the  discus- 
sion in  the  committee,  which  must  other- 
wise  go  to  a  great  length  upon  particulai: 
points. 

"  My  Lords,  in  the  general  review  wluch 
I  propose  to  take  of  the  fabric  of  the  bill, 
I  cannot  avoid,  though  it  may  not  be  per- 
fectly in  order  in  the  present  stage  of  the 

m 

bill, — ^but  I  cannot  avoid  saying  something 
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upon  tlie  principle  of  it ;  for  which  I  must 
cxnyejfouv  Lordahip^'  indulgence ;  For,  in 
coqsidering  the  fabric  of  the  bill,  I  must 
not  only  consider  the  connexion  of  the 
different  clauses  with  one  another,  but  the 
relation  of  them  all  to  the  principle  of  the 
bill.  But  whatever  I  shall  say  upon  the 
principle,  will  not  be  in  impeachment,  but 
in  defence  and  support  of  it 

**  My  Lords,  the  residence  of  the  bene- 
ficed clergy  upon  their  benefices,  and  the 
abstraction  of  the  plergy  from  all  secular 
occupations,  are  two  points  of  principal  im- 
portance in  ecclesiastical  discipline.  It  is 
impossible  (genei»lly  speaking)  that  the 
parish^priest  should  discharge  himself  of 
the  duty  which  he  owes  to  the  flock  com- 
mitted to  him,  without  hi^  personal  resU 
dence  among  them.  My  Lords,  the  pub- 
lic instruction  of  the  people  from  the  pul- 
pit, the  public  celebration  of  the  office^  of 


378 

the  church,  are  but  a  part^-I  had  almost 
said  they  are  but  a  small  part— of  th%  dutj 
which  the  parish-priest  owes  to  his  pa- 
rishioners.   My  Lords,  he  owes  it  to  them 
besides,  to  live  amoug  them, — to  exhibit  in 
his  own  deportment,  and  in  the  good  order 
of  his  family,  the  example  of  a  godly  and 
religious  life :     He  owes  it  to  them,  to  be 
present  to  relieve  the  distresses  of  the  poor 
by  alms  proportioned  to  his  means ;  and 
he  owes  it  to  them,  to  be  reiuiy^  9t  the  call 
of  the  sick  and  the  dying,  to  administer 
those  consolations  which,  to  persons  in 
those  circumstances,  can  only  be  afforded 
by  the  word  of  reconciliation  in  the  gospel, 
and  by  the  means  of  reconciliation  offered     ,1 
in  the  sacraments  of  the  church, — ^to  assist      > 
the  penitent  in  making  his  peace  with  GrodL 
And  how  are  these  great  duties  to  be  per- 
formed by  a  clergyman  not  resident  in  his 
parish?     My  Lords,  this  is  not  all;  the 
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Tesident  clerg3nnan  is  to  maintain  the  pure 
dignified  character  of  a  clergyman,  unem- 
barrassed and  unsullied  with  the  lowgKcu- 
pations  of  the  world. 

"  My  Lords,  before  the  statute  of  King 
Henry  the  Eighth,  the  enforcement  of  these 
two  points  of  ecclesiastical  discipline  waa 
entirely  in  the  hands  of  the  ecclesiastical 
superiors:  They  were  enforced  by  the 
canons,  and  by  ecclesiastical  censures  and 
penalties  }  and  the  temporal  laws  and  the 
temporal  courts  had  nothing  to  do  with 
either.  .  My  Lords,  I  mention  this,  because 
upon'  the  second  reading,  a  noble  duke, 
whom  I  do  not  now  see  in  his  place,  op- 
posing the  principle  of  the  biU,  said  that 
it  went  to  take  the  clergy  in  these  pointa 
out  of  the  hands  of  judges  and  juries,  and 
to  put  them  entirely  under  the  bishops. 
My  Lords,  if  it  were  so,  this  would  only 
be  a  restoration  of  things  to  the  old  foot-i 
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ing ;  for  judges  and  juries  had  no  concam 
with  these  matters  before  the  statute  of 
He^  the  Eighth.  But,  my  Lords,  I 
have  no  wish  that  the  clergy  should  be 
taken  out  of  the  hands  of  judges  and 
juries :  I  think,  that  whoever  looks  to  the 
state  of  the  church,  with  respect  to  the  re* 
sidence  of  the  clergy,  will  find  that  it  has 
been  much  improved  sipce  the  secular  au- 
thority has  been  impowered  to  interpose  in 
it;  and  that  the  statute  of  Henry  the  Eighth^ 
with  all  its  vices  on  its  back,  has  been  upMI 
the  whole  productive  of  more  good  than 
harm ;  and  if  a  motion  were  made  to  le** 
peal  that  statute,  without  putting  something 
more  equitable  and  at  the  same  time  more 
efBcieqt  in  its  stead,  I  would  oppose  it :  So 
little  am  I  inclined  to  take  the  clergy  opt 
of  the  hands  of  judges  and  juries.  But, 
my  Xjords,  this  bill  goes  to  no  such  effect; 
it  only  remedies  the  iniquity  of  the  bill  of 
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Henry  the  Eighth  with  respect  to  the  pe« 
naltieA  of  non-residence,  and  the  intolei'able 
rigour  of  it  in  the  restriction!^  upoii  taking 
iti  ferm.  The  statute  of  Henty  the  Eighth 
punished  non-residence  by  pecuniary  pe- 
nalties ;  which  were  the  same,  without  any 
discrimination,  whatever  the  tneans  tnighs 
be  of  the  delinquent  to  sustain  them :  And 
it  was  therefore  unjust ;  for  it  is  very  evi- 
dent, that  a  penalty  of  50/*  is  a  much 
heavier  penalty  upon  a  clergyman  whose 
whole  income  perhaps  is  not  more  than 
J90/.  per  annunij  than  upon  another  whosd 
income  may  be  500/.  And  though,  in  the 
present  state  of  the  church,  many  allowable 
causes  of  non-residence  exist,  it  gave  no 
discretion  to  judge  or  jury  to  mitigate  the 
penalty  :  Nor  indeed  can  such  discretioii 
be  placed  with  them,  according  to  the  mode 
of  recovering  the  penalty  which  that  star* 
tute  prescribes.     Now  the  present  bill  re^ 
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medied  this  iniquity  of  the  old  bill,  by  esta^ 
blishing  a  scale  of.  penalty  Justly  propor*- 
tioned  to  the  degree  of  the  delinquency 
and  the  means  of  the  delinquent ;  and  it 
gives  a  discretional  power  to  the  bishops,  of 
dispensing  with  residence,  and  relieving 
from  the  penalties  of  the  statute,  in  cases 
in  which  non-residence  ought  to  be  io- 
dulged« 

^^  My  Lords,  the  present  bill,  like  the 
original  statute  of  Henry  the  Eighth,  being 
intended  to  enforce  residence  in  all  cases 
in  which  there^  is  no  reasonable  cause  of, 
exemption,  though  it  places  die  clergy  un- 
der the  coercion  of  the  secular  courts, 
withdraws  them  not  from  the  authority  (£ 
the  bishops :  On  the  contrary,  it  is  a  &r* 
ther  object  of  this  bill  to  strengtlien  the 
ecclesiastical  authority  with  regard  to  re- 
sidence. My  LfOrds,  in  tlieory  the  ecclesi- 
astical authority  in  this  point  is  complete: 
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The  power  of  the  bishop  goes  even  to 
depriye  a  contumacious  lion-re^dent  of  his 
benefice.  Nevertheless,  the  exercise  of 
this  power  is  so  difficult,  as  to  render  the 
power  itself  almost  uselesft^  It  is  exercised 
only  in  the  bishops'  courts ;  where  the  pro- 
cess is  so  tedious,  and  may  run  to  s^ch  an 
expense,  that  few  bishops  are  willing,  or  in- 
deed able,  if  they  have  many  opulent  non- 
residents to  deal  with,  to  engage  in  it^  This 
bill  therefore  wisely  puts  the  exercise  of 
this  power  into  the  bishop's  own  hands, 
.without  any  interference  of  his  court.  And, 
my  Lords,  the  length  and  expensiveuess  of 
the  proceedings  in  our  courts  are  not  the 
only  considerations  which  make  it  expe- 
dient that  the  power  should  be  placed  in 
ourselves  personally.  My  Lords,  in  the 
courts  of  the  Archbishop,  of  the  Bishops 
of  London,  Winchester,  Rochester,  and  all 
the  dioceses  which  have  their  courts  here  in 
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town,  justice,  I  am  persuaded^  is  as  regu- 
larly administered  as  |in  any  of  liis  Maym-^ 
ty's  courts  in  Westminster  Hall :  But,  mj 
LfOrdSy  in  the  provincial  courts,  I  fear  the 
case  is  not  quite  the  same,  especially  in  mat- 
ters in  which  clergymen  are  interested ;  be- 
cause ihe  judges  of  those  provincial  courts 
are  themselves  clergymen.  My  Lords^when 
I  was  Bishop  of  St  David's,  I  gave  one  of 
the  best  livings  in  the  patronage  of  that 
see,  a  rectory  in  Cardiganshire  with  a  good 
house  upon  it,  to  a  clergyman,  under  the 
most  explicit  and  solemn  promises  of  lesi-. 
dence.     When  he  was  in  possession  of  the 
living,  he  represented  to  me,  that  he  had  a 
curacy  in  Glamorganshire  (which  indeed  I 
knew  to  be  the  case) ;  and  he  hoped  I  would 
not  so  insist  upon  his  promise,  butr.that  I 
would  give  him  some  time  to  detach  him- 
self from  his  engagements  there.     The  te^ 
quest  seemed  reasonable ;  and  I  told  him  I 
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would  give  him  half  a  year.  The  half  year 
passed  away;  and  my  derk  was  still  upon 

hi,  cu«e,i„Gl.o,o.g»rf.i.,««i  seemed  U. 
have  made  nopreparatioM  for  fixing  Umself 
upon  his  rectory.  I  began  to  suspect  that 
he  meant  to  elude  his  promise.  Another 
half  year  was  consumed  in  remonstrances  on 
mj  part,  and  shuffling  excuses  on  his ;  and 
when  I  was  preparing  to  cdme  to  town  for 
the  winter  season,  I  sent  for  him,  and  after 
some  warm  expostulations  with  him,  I  said 
to  him  ^  Sir,  take  notice,  that  if  I  do  not 
find  you  in  residence  upon  your  living 
when  I  return  into  the  country  next  sum- 
mer, I  shall  take  measures  that  may  be 
very  disagreeable  to  you."  Upon  my  re- 
turn to  my  diocese  the  ensuing  summer,  I 
found  my  clerk  was  not  yet  in  residence ; 
and  I  caused  a  process  to  be  instituted 
against  him,  in  order  to  his  deprivati(», 
in  my  consistory  court     He  was  up  to  the 
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business :  He  took  advantage  of  all  the 
causes  of  delay  which  the  nature  of  the  pro-& 
ceedings  admit ;  and  after  a  whole  twelves 
month's  litigation  and  some  expense  incur^ 
red,  this  unprincipled  clergyman,  through 
the  corinivance  of  niy  own  cotirt,  capped 
through  my  fingers ;  the  judge  of  my  court 
being  a  clergyman,  my  Lords — a  non-resi^ 
dent  clergyman^  My  Lords,  this  instance 
shows  the  expediency  of  placing  the  offence 
of  non-residence  under  the  coercion  of  the 
bishop  himself,  in  a  summary  way;  as  if 
wisely  proposed  to  be  done  by  this  bill. 

^^  My  Lords,  another  part  of  the  bill  go^s 
td  release  the  immoderate  rigour  of  the  sta- 
tute  of  Henry  the  Eighth  in  the  prohibir 
tion  upon  the  clergy  of  taking  in  iwoL 
The  whole  principle  of  the  bill  therefore 
consists  of  three  parts  :  It  goes  to  do 
away  the  injustice  of  the  statute  of  Henij 
the  Eighth  in  the  part  relating  to  the  re- 
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sidence  of  the  clergy,  at  the  same  time  that 
it  enhances  the  penalties  upon  culpable 
non-residence ;  it  goes  to  invigorate  the 
episcopal  authority ;  and  to  give  relief  in 
the  matter  of  taking  in  ferm. 

^^  My  Lords,  the  restraints  of  the  statute 
of  Henry  the  Eighth  in  that  mat^fep  are 
most  unquestionably  extravagant  and  in- 
tolerable. Nevertheless,  it  is  a  matter  of 
the  very  first  importance  to  abstract  the 
clergyman  from  those  occupations  which 
would  degrade  his  character  in  the  eye  of 
the  laity :  It  is  certainly  the  spirit  of  all 
the  ancient  constitutions,  that  a  clergyman 
should  be  a  clergyman,  and  nothing  else. 
My  Lords,  far  be  it  from  me  to  join  my 
voice  to  the  despicable  cant  of  Puritanism; 
as  if  it  were  the  duty  of  a  clergyman  to 
withdraw  himself  entirely  from  the  com- 
merce and  society  of  the  worid,  and  that 
every  moment  of  his  time  is  sinfully  em- 
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ployed  which  is  not  given  up  to  meditation 
and  prayer,  and  studies  strictly  theologicaL 
My  LordS|  there  is  no  branch  of  learning 
that  misbecomes  a  cl^^man ;  He  thai 
would  understand  the  Bible,  in  such  a  man-» 
ner  as  he  ought  to  understand  it  who  is  to 
expouwt  it,  should  be  deeply  skilled,  as  the 
writer  of  a  great  part  of  it  was,  in  ^all  the 
learning  of  the  Egyptians."  I  have  not  sent* 
pled  to  t^l  the  clergy,  es  cathedra^  that  a 
elergymanV  time  is  not  always  mispent 
when  he  is  studying  the  proportions  of  aiw 
ehitecturo  iuad  the  dnrisions  of  the  mono- 
ehofd :;  For  I  assert,  va  contempt  and  de- 
fiance of  all  the  whining  cant  of  Puritans, 
•  that  there  is  no  branch  of  abstruse  scienc6 
or  polite  literature  which  may  not  be  use* 
ful,  which  may  not  be  even  necesiMry,  for 
the  illustration  of  some  part  or  another  of 
the  book  which  it  is  our  duty  to  expounds 
And  as  to  intercourse  with  the  world,  I 
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hold  that  none  can  be  qualified  to  instruct 
the  world  without  it :  He  who  is  to  teach 
men  their  duty  practically,  mus(^  know  hu* 
man  nature  generally,  and  the  particular 
manners  of  his  country  and  bis  times.  But, 
my  Lords,  the  clergy  should  be  kept  apart 
from  those  occupations  whidi  would  de- 
grade them  from  the  rank  which  they 
ought  to  hold  in  society,  and  mix  them  in 
familiar  habits  with  the  mferior  orders-^ 
from  every  thing  indeed  which  would  give 
them  a  lay  character.  My  Lords,  I  know 
that  it  becomes  me  to  speak  tenderly  of 
farming,  the  fondled  bantling  of  the  pre^ 
sent  tintes*  Agriculture  is  an  occupation 
for  the  gods  :  Can  the  character  of  a  coun- 
try curate  be  degraded  by  his  addicting 
himself  to  those  pursuits  which  procured 
divinq  honours  to  Ceres  and  Triptolemus  ? 
-—But,  my  Lords,  I  beseech  you  to  remem* 
ber  that  this  godlike  occupation  of  farming 
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will  not  be  taken  up  by  the  inferior  dergft 
if  they  are  allowed  to  engage  in  it,  in  the 
manner  in,.which  some  of  your  Lordships 
apply  to  it,  for  your  own  amusement,  for  the 
public  benefit,  and  to  your  own  great  Iobs^ 
— they  will  apply  to  it  as  a  businesa,  and 
for  gam  :  The  country  curate,  if  he  turns 
farmer,  will  take  part  in  the  labours  of  hiuh 
bandry ;  he  will  wield  the  sithe  and  the 
sickle ;  he  will  fodder  the  kine,  and  h^  ^ 
to  throw  out  the  dung  upon  his  land ;  and 
thus  he  ^ill  be  associated  with  the  labour^* 
ing  peasantry :  £v^i  the  business  of  the 
markets,  which  he  will  attend  to  show  hb 
own  samples  and  make  his  own  IfargaiDS, 
will  mix  him  too  much  in  familiar  habiti 
with  the  lower  farmers ;  and  thus  the  whole 
dignity  and  sanctity  of  his  character  will  be 
obliterated.  The  restrictions  of  the  old 
statute  are  certainly  rigorous  in  the  eip 
treniey  and  require  relaxation :     But  when 
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we  come  to  the  consideration  of  these 
clauses,  I  beseech  your  Lordships  to  take 
care  that  the  relaxation  is  not  carried  be- 
yond  the  proper  limit,-T^tliat  the  new  bill 
does  not  exceed  in  indulgence  as  much  as 
the  old  one  in  severity.  I  dp  not  say  posi* 
tivdly  that  this  is  the  case.  It  i^^  very 
difficult  subject,  and  I  have  not  made  up 
my  mind;  but  it  is  a  matter  to  be  well 
looked  to.  And  this  is  all  that  I  shall  at 
present  say  upon  that  part  df  the  bilL 

•'  With  respect  to  the  clause  which  enacts 
the  penalties  of  non-residence,  J  have  al-r 
ready  expressed  my  approbation  of  it^  I 
fear  indeed  that  the  time  of  allowed  non- 
residence  is  longer  than  it  ought  to  be :  I 
think,  with  a  little  ingenuity,  the  thrcQ 
months  will  often  be  turned  intp  si^. 

^'  My  Lords,  this  penal  clause  is  £>llowe4 
by  another,  containing  a  very  long  list  ,pf 
cases  of  exemption-i-*of  absolute  exempr 
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tion,  without  any  interposition  of  that  dis^^ 
cretional  power  of  exemption  which  ib 
given  to  the  bishops  in  a  subsequent  part 
of  the  bill.  Some  such  exemptions  were 
given  by  the  old  bill ;  and  it  is  certainty 
proper  that  thi^  should  stand :  But  many 
cases  are  specified,  which  are  either  already 
exempted  by  the  general  reservation  of  tibe 
exemptions  of  the  old  bill, — and  then  the* 
enumeration  of  them  nofniuatim  only  serves 
to  swell  the  list  of  exemptions  to  the  public 
eye,  and  to  give  the  country  a  suspicioB 
that  we  are  inventing  all  sorts  of  loophoki 
for  the  clergy  to  creep  out  at ;  or,  if  thqr 
are  not  so  exempted,  they  are  in  my 
judgment  not  entitled  to  this  absolute  ex* 
emption  :  And  many  others  are  added, 
which  are  certainly  improper.  I  shall  point 
out  these  when  we  come  to  the  considen- 
tion  of  this  clause  in  the  committee :  I  shall 
mention  only  one  at  present,  as  an  example. 
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My  Lords,  the  situation  of  a  minor  canon 
in  any  cathedral  or  collegiate  church  is 
made  one  of  the  grounds  of  absolute  ex- 
emption from  the  penalties  of  non-resi- 
dence upon  a  benefice*  It  is  true,  the 
exemption  is  only  given  for  the  time  during 
which  the  statutes  of  the  cathedral  pr  col- 
legiate church  require  the  minor  canon's 
attendance,  and  during  which  he  shall  ac- 
cordingly be  in  attendance  and  performing 
bis  duty  there  :  But,  my  Xx>rjds,  I  am  in- 
formed, that  the  statutes  of  the  Church  of 
St  Paul  (and  the  case  may  be  the  same  in 
some  other  cathedrals,  though  4iot  in  all) 
require  the  attendance  of  every  minor  ca- 
non for  the  whole  year ;  a^nd  yet  very  con- 
siderable livings  often  fall  to  the  share  of 
these  minor  canons.  Now,  my  Lords^  if 
a  minor  canon  of  St  Paul's  were  to  obtain 
a  living  of  twelve  or  thirteen  hundred 
pounds  a  year  in  the  diocese  of  London, 


394 

end  the  Bishop  were  to  say  to  him  tliat  htt 
ought  to  be  resident  upon  Jbis  great  living, 
though  it  should  oblige  him  to  reliaquiah 
bis  situation  in  the  Churdh  of  St  Paul's  and 
to  give  up^e  petty  emolument  of  his  office 
'  there, — ^is  it  fit  that  this  minor  canoa  should 
have  it  to  say  to  the  Bishop  of  London 
^^  No,  my  Lord :  Here  J  am,  a  minor  canon 
in  your  Lordship's  cathedral :  I  cling  to  my 
stall ;  and,  without  your  Lordship's  permis^ 
sion  to  be  absent  from  my  living,  I  defy 
the  penal  statute."  My  Lords,  in  this  si* 
tuation  is  the  Bishop  of  London  placed  bf 
this  clause*  with  respect  to  a  minor  canim 
of  his  own  cathedral. 

^^  My  Lords,  tliis.  clause  is  followed  by 
another,  which  gives  the  bishop  of  eveiy 
diocese  a  discretional  power  of  granting  a 
licence  of  non-residence  for  a  certain  tiflK 
in.certain  enumerated  cases,  but  in  certMk: 
enumerated  cases  only.     Then  follows 
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clause  of  enumeration ;  which  is  very  fiill ; 
1  mean  not  to  say  that  it  is  too  full  ;--*-per-r 
haps  it  may  not  be  complete  j — enumera- 
tion seldom  is  complete  :  But  certainly 
this  is  not  too  full ;  it  contaiqs  no  case 
which  may  not  be  a  fair  ground  of  exempt 
tion.  But,  my  Lords,  I  do  strongly  ob- 
ject to  this  principle  of  enumeration.  I 
apprehend,  that  the  enumeration  will  have 
the  effect  of  an  advertisement  to  the  cl^gy 
of  all  the  pretences  upon  which  they  may 
Gome  to  the  bishop  and  tease  bim  for  a 
licence.  My  Lords,  I  will  illustrate  this 
by  an  example.  One  of  the  cases  in  whidi 
a  licence  of  non-residence  may  be  granted 
is  illness  or  infirmity  of  body  of  the  incum-> 
bei)t  himself,  his  wife  or  child ; — certainly 
a  most  reasonable  case.  If  his  own  health 
require  the  assistance  of  the  air  or^water 
of  some  particular  places  it  would  be  very 
Jiard.that  he  should  not  be  aUowed  to^re>* 
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move  to  that  place  for  a  time ;  and  if  tbe 
iU  health  of  wife  or  child  require  such  as* 
sistauce,  it  would  be  cruel  not  to  give  the 
husband  or  &ther  liberty  of  accon,iMuiyu.g 
them.  My  Lords,  highly  as  I  think  of  the 
duty  of  residence,  it  never  should  have  di* 
vided  me  from  a  sick  wife  or  a  sick  child ; 
and  a  restraint  to  whieh  I  would  not  sidl* 
mit  myself,  I  would  not  have  imposed  oa 
others.  But  see,  my  Lords,  what  may  be 
the  consequ^ice  of  advertising  this  as  one 
of  the  cases  entitled  to  indulgence ;  sea 
what  pretences  may  be  set  up  on  the  ground 
of  this  advertisement  I  suppose  a  ele»» 
gyman  in  affluent  circumstances,  with  a 
sprightly  wife  and  child,  has  long  been  re^ 
sident  on  a  country  living:  The  lady  is 
grown  perfectly  sick  of  this  relegation  £roni 
elegant  society  in  a  dull  sequestered  sitmr 
tion :  She  says  to  her  husband  ^'  My  dear, 
we  have  been  a  long  time  in  this  dismd 
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place ;  surely  you  ipigbt  get  a  licence  of 
non«residence  for  some  time :  I  am  dread- 
fully nervous,  you  know ;  you  are  overload- 
ed with  bile ;  and  the  poor  child  is  rickety : 
Bath  would  set  ns  all  up :    Ask  the  Bishop 
for  a  licence.''     The  husband,  perhaps,  is  a 
little  bashful :    He  has  taken,  to  be  sure,  a 
great  deal.of  rhubaiiil  the  lady  never  goes 
through  the  day  without  ether;   and  the 
child  is  perpetually  swallowing  something 
to  strengthen  its  limbs :  But  yet  he  is  con- 
scious that  there  is  no  such  d^ree  of  dis- 
ease among  them  as  would  justify  him  in  a 
request  to  be  non-resident,  especially  as 
his  situation  is  a  very  healthy  one ;  he  is 
unwilling  therefore  to.  make  the  application. 
*'  Pho !"  says  the  lady; "  you  are  so  conscien- 
tious. !    Leave  it  to  me  to  manage ;    I  wiU 
speak  to  the  Bishop's  lady  ;  she  is  as  ner-» 
TQus  as  I  am,  and  will  take  my  part  from 
fellow-feeling :  I  warrant  you  we  shall  pre^ 
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Vail  upon  the  Bishop,  who  is  himself  a  good^ 
natured  man,  if  you  will  but  get  over  youE 
foolish  scruples,   and  sign  the  petition^** 
The  knan  ra  prevsdled  Upon ;  the  petition: 
is  signed  :     The  apothecary  of  the  village 
ean,  with  a  very  safe  conscience,  make  a& 
fidavit  of  the  ill  health  of  the  family ;  know- 
ing that  he  hias  supplied  them  witli  mec^ 
ciiles  in  a  quantity  sufficient  to  make  than, 
all  sick  if  they  were  not  so  beforehand :  The 
bishop  is  besieged  with  the  solicitations  ol 
the  lady  and  all  her  friends,  among  whom 
his  owh  lady  is  <ftie  of  the  warmest ;  and 
he  must  muster  up  a  great  deal  of  resakw 
tion  to  stand  the  siege.     And  all  this  in^ 
convenience  arises  from  what  I  call  the 
advertisement;   for,  without  that,  the  in- 
dulgence might    be   granted  to    real   iB 
health ;   but  these  solicitations  upon  tbd 
pretence  of  ill  health  would  not  have  beea 
invited. 
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^*  My  Lords,  I  would  propose  that  tlfei 
bishop  should  have  this  power  of  liceq^bgi 
without  any  enumeration  of  cases,  in  every 
case  which  in  hid  judgment  should  be  en« 
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titled  to  the  indulgence. 

^'  But,  my  Lords,  much  more  than  to  the 
clause  itself  I  object  to  the  proviso  annez^ 
ed  to  lU  It  is  provided,  my  Lords,  that 
if,  in  any  of  the  enumerated  cases^  the 
bishop  shall  refuse  to  grant  a  licence  to 
the  clergyman  petitioning  for  it^  the  clergy-^ 
mto  may  appeal  to  the  archbishop  of  the 
province ;  who  is  impow'ered  to  grant  the 
licence  which  the  bishop  (who  probably  i» 
better  acquainted  with  the  real  merits  of  a 
case  in  his  own  diocese  than  the  metropo^ 
litan  can  be)  has  thought  proper  to  refuse. 
An  appeal^  my  Lords !  firondi  what  ?  The 
licence  of  non-xesidence  is  no  matter  of 
ri^t ;  it  is  a  favour.  My  Lords^  I  under- 
stand the  propriety  of  an  appeal  from  a  ju- 
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diciai  sentence,  where  rights  are  in  ques- 
tion;  but  I  do  Qot  understand  the  pn^ 
priety  of  an  appeal  when  a  favour  onlj  is  de* 
nied.    The  clergyman  is  to  go  to  the  arch- 
bishop,  and  say  ^^  My  bishop  has  refused 
me  a  favour  which  I  asked:  Make  him  grant 
it"     My  Lords,  the  i^peal  given  in  this 
case  to  the  archbislu^,  I  assert  to  be  un- 
constitutional in  the  highest  degree :  It  itfp- 
vests  the  archbishop  with  the  ordinary  ff^ 
vemment  of  every  diocese  in  his  provinci^ 
in  matters  merely  spiritual ;  in  which  he  ha 
no  right  to  interfere  beyond  the  limits  of 
his  own  proper  diocese.      In   any  a<hHr 
diocese,  the  archbishop's  authority  is  mere- 
ly visitatorial ;  he  possesses  not  an  atma 
of  ordinary  jurisdiction  ;  and  ought  not  t6 
be  introduced  to  it     My  Lords,  I  desiie 
to  know,  'in  what  instance  the  archbiAop 
is  authorized  to  interfere  in  the  administnir 
tion  of  any  other  diocese  than  his  own,  is 
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spirituals.  If  I  refuse  to  ordaia  a 
date  for  holy  orders^  he  haa  no  remedy  by 
appeal  to  the  archbishop.  It  is  true,  it  is 
my  duty,  in  such  a  case,  to  acquaint  the 
archbishop  with  my  refusal  of  the  candi- 
date, and  my  reason  for  refusing  him ;  and 
to  transmit  (o  the  archbishop  all  the  testis 
monials  of  charac^  and  papers  of  form 
that  were  produced  to  me :  Not  that  the 
archbishop  has  any  power  to  revise  what 
I  have  done }  but  for  this  purposey^r-that 
the  archbishop  may  send  a  circular .  letter 
to  all  the  other  bishopt  of  the  province^ 
infonning  them  that  such  a  person  b»s 
been  refused  by  such  a  bishop,  and  re- 
questing that  no  one  of  them  would  prdain 
him  without  consulting  himself  the  arch- 
bishop or  the  bishop  who  first  refused* 
The  very  terms  in  which  these  circular 
letters  are  conceived  imply  the  indepen- 
dfflice  of  the  bishops,  in  the  matter;  for 
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the  archbishop  neither  commands  me  to 
ordain  nor  forbids  any  other  to  ordain^ 
but  advises  every  other  not  to  proceed 
to  ordination  without  a  consultation.  My 
Lords,  if  a  clergyman  comes  to  me  with 
a  presentation  to  a  hving  in  my  diocese, 
and  I  refuse  him  institution,  he  has  no 
appeal  to  the  archbishop.  The  patron  has 
his  writ  of  qtuire  impedit  in  the  secular 
courts, — ^and  very  properly :  The  clerk  has 
no  appeal  to  the  archbishop,  because  insti- 
tution is  a  branch  of  the  voluntary  jurisdic^ 
tion  in  spirituals  in  which  the  archbishop 
has  no  share ;  but  the  patron  has  his  re^ 
medy  in  the  King's  courts,  because  his 
temporal  rights  are  affected.  In  short,  mj 
Lords,  there  is  no  instance  in  which  the 
archbishop  can  meddle  with  the  voluntary 
jurisdiction.  Iii  the  contentious  jurisdic- 
tion in  causes  between  parties  agitated  in 
the  bishop's  court,  an  appeal  certainly  lies 
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to  the  archbishop ;  and  in  all  such  cases, 
an  ulterior  appeal  lies  to  the  King  in  Chan- 
ceiy,— and  very  properly ;  because  all  this 
jurisdiction  arises  out  of  the  civil  establish- 
ment,  and  antecedent  to  establishments 
was  not  inherent  in  the  spiritual  society  as 
such :  But  in  the  voluntary  jurisdiction — 
in  matters  purely  spiritual,  there  is  no  au- 
thority in  any  diocese  beyond  the  bishop's ; 
and  the  attempt  to  introduce  a  superior 
authority,  in  this  instance,  is  a  most  out- 
rageous violation  of  the  ecclesiastical  con- 
atittttion,-^not  merely  the  particular  con- 
stitution of  tiie  church  of  this  kingdom, 
but  the  constitution  of  the  church  catholic, 
by  which  every  bishop  in  his  own  diocese 
is  supreme^  And,  my  JLords,  this  is  a 
matter  of  no  light  consideration.  The  at- 
tempted innovation  is  most  dangerous  ; 
fyr  ecclesiastical  history,  as  your  Lordships 
wdl  Imow,  bears  me  out  in  the  assertion 
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which  I  now  make,  that  the  whole  super- 
structure of  the  Papal  tyrauny  arose  out  of 
encroachments  and  usurpations^  small  .as 
they  seemed  in  their  beginnings,  of  metro- 
politans and  patriarchs,  upon  the  inde- 
pendent authority  of  bishops. 

^^  My  Lords,  I  am  aware  that  upon  this 
point  some  of  my  reverend  brethren .  have 
an  opinion  different  from  mine.  I  know 
that  one  very  learned  prelate,  whose  deqp 
erudition  and  great  talents  are  far  above 
any  praise  of  mine,  to  whom  I  bear  the 
greatest  personal  regfu*d,  and  whose 
nions  are  entitled  to  your  Lordships'  gravait 
consideration,— I  know,  or  have  reason  at  I 
least  to  believe,  that  this  reverend  prelate 
will  tell  your  Lovdships,  that  an  archbi^op^ 
in  his  opinion,  stands  related  to  the  bi8ho|B 
of  his  province  just  as  a  bishop  jstands  »• 
lated  to  his  parish-priests;  and  that  the 
bishop  is  bound  bv  his  oath  of  caBOoiflJ 
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obedience  to  the  archhifihop,  just  as  the 
parish-priest  is  boimd  by  his  oath  of  canon- 
ical obedience  to  the  bishop.  My  Lords, 
if  the  analogjcwrae  perfect,«^which  in  my 
judgment  it  is  noV*4>iit  if  it*  were  per« 
feet,  it  would  mfdce  ibv  mj  opinion  rather 
than  for  lii&  My  Loids^  :the  bishop, 
when  onoe^hehasinstituted  a  rector  or 
vicar,  or  Ikeined  a  perpetual  curate  to  a 
parish-church,  hat-  nothing^iDore  to  do  with 
the  cure  of  souls  in  that  parish.:  He  com<* 
mits  that .  cure  ta  ^be  priest^  and  it  is  en«  * 
tiiely  gone  from  himself;  and  he  has  no 
tight  to  interfere  with  it,  otherwise  than  fay 
his  visitatorial  .authority,  to  see  that  the 
priest  in  the  exercise  of  it  conforms  to  the 
laws  of  the  church  and  the  realm.  If  the 
pnest  does  »any  thing  contrary  to  either, 
die  biahopy  as  visitor,  haa  a  right  to  admo* 
nbh  him  ;  and  if  admonition  is  ineffedwd, 
inr  ipimish  him  by  ecdesiasticai  censures 
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anfl  penalties :  But  no  otherwise  can  he  in-- 
terfere  in  the  cure  of  souls  with  which  he 
has  invested  the  priesU     To  him  he  com^ 
mits  the  care  and  government  of  the  soula 
of  the  parishioners ;  saving,  indeed,  to  hhn- 
self  and  his  successors  his  episcopal  rights. 
Now,  what  are  the  episcopal  rights  which 
are  so  reserved  ? — I  say,  the  whole  of  the 
visitatorial  power ;  and  besides,  the  right 
of  making  use  of  the  church  for  the  pe^> 
fonnance  of  some  rites  which  a  bishop  only 
can  perform ;  but  these  make  no  part  of 
the  parochial  ciure  of  souls.      The  bishop 
has  a  right  to  go  to  the  parish-church  wheo 
he  thinks  proper,  to  confirm  the  parishion«> 
ers,  and  persons  of  other  parishes,  whom 
he  may  think  proper  to  call  to  that  churdi 
to  receive  confirmation  :     He  has  a  right 
to  interfere  in  some  matters  without  ei- 
pressly  holding  a  visitation  :    If  the  priest 
takes  upon  him  to  repel  any  person  from 
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the  holy  communion,  without  con3ulting 
jthe  bishop  upon  the  ca3e, — ^if  he  tafces  upon 
to  reconcile  a  convert  from  the  church 
oi  Rome,  and  to  receive  hispyblic  recanta- 
tion, without  the  perijiission  of  the  bishop, 
—if  h*  introduces  a  curate  to  take  a  share 
with  him  ^n  the  cure  of  spuls,  without  the 
bishop's  licence, — ^these  are  offences  which 
the  biqhop  may  correct :  But  these  are  ex- 
jtrAordinary  c^.9S^  jyialging  qo  part  of  the 
general,  parochial  cjjje  of  ^oujs^ — which 
the  bishop  is  to  control  and  direct  so  that 
every  thing  may  be  done  in  order,  but  he 
cannot  take  the  exercise  of  it  upon  himself: 
And  just  so,  I  say,  an  archbishop  has  a  vi-* 
3itatorial  authority  over  the  bishops  of  his 
province,  but  no  right  ,to  interfere  with 
'them  in  the  exercise  of  the  voluntary  ju- 
risdiction over  their  clergy.  And  I  apprer 
Jbiend  that  the  r  mistake  arises  from  con- 
fo.uniii9g  the  voluntary  and  the  Qontentious 


408 

jui^iddictidn.  In  the  contentious  jurisdit^ 
tion  whicli  is  exeKised  in  the  bishop^s 
court,  in  cau^eft  between  party  and  patty,  an 
appeal  ii^  always  open  to  the  archbishojl'd 
court,  and  to  ulterior  appeal  to  the  King 
in  Chantety  i  and  this  extends  to  the  bi- 
shop's government  of  his  clergy,  so  far  as 
it  is  exercised  in  his  court;  If  a  clergyman, 
upon  any  oJ9^eiice  oommittedy  be  libelled  in 
the  bishop's  court,  prat$alute  anifMBj  on 
appeal  lies  &€fm  the  sebtence ;  because  the 
whole  power  of  the  cdurt  arises  put  of  the 
civil  establishment  of  the  cburcli,  and  the 
very  court  itself  is  a  creature  of  the  secular 
authority.  But  the  case  is  quite  otherwise  . 
with  respect  to  that  voluntary  jurisdiction 
which  is  exercised  by  the  bishop  personally 
without  his  court ;  which  is  inherent  in  the 
episcopal  office  and  character,  by  the  am* 
stitution  of  the  church  catholic,  antecedent 
to  all  alliances  between  church  and  state. 
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^^  With  respect  to  the  oath,  the  bishop  is 
certainly  bound  by  it*  to  the  archbishop  as 
much  as  the  priest  to  the  bishop ;  as  much, 
I  say,  my  Lords^  but  Jiot  more.  And  what 
is  the  obedience  to  :tarhich  the  oath  binds 
either  P'-^Not  to  an  indefinite,  unlimited, 
but  to  '  canonical  ^obedience,-**^to  no  obe- 
dience beyokld  canonicaL  And  I  say,  that 
a  submissitm  to  the  archbishop,  in  tlie  exer- 
cise of  my  voluntary  jurisdiction  in  my 
own  dioo^,.  is  no  part  of  the  obedience 
which  I  ow^  the  ajpchbishop  by  virtue  of  my 
oath*    -  -•!'  ..   ,   ^  -    . 

^^  But^  xAy  Lords,  I  .nmst  observe,  tbiat 
the  relation,  between  the  archbishop  and 
bishop,  and  the  relation  between  bishop 
and  parish-priest)  are  materially  dijSerent 
The  parish->priest  derives  his  whole  power 
of  cure  of  souls  from  th^  bishop :  The  bi- 
shop confers  it  on  him  by  institution^  or, 
in  th^  case  of  a  perpetual  curate,  by  li- 
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cence;  but  in  either  case  it  comes  from 
the  bishop  solely.  But  a  bishop  owes  not 
a  particle  of  his  diocesan  authority  to  the 
archbishop:  The  archbishop  neither  con- 
fers nor  can  he  withhold  it,  although  he 
has  a  limited  control  over  it.  In  Eng- 
land, the  diocesan  authority  is  conferred  by 
the  election  of  the  clergy  of  the  cathedral 
church :  It  is .  that  election  which  makes 
the  bishop  of  .the  diocesenc  It  is  true,  that 
election  is  so  controlled  and  directed  by 
the  King,  as  supreme  head  of  tlie  national 
church,  that  it  seems  to  be  little  more 
than  a  mere  form  ;  for  when  the  clergy  of 
the  cathedral  are  impowered  to  proceed  to 
election,  by  the  conge  d^dirCy  their  choice 
is  directed  to  a  particular  person  recom- 
mended by  the  King.  In  effect^  therefore, 
it  is  from  the  King  tliat  the  bishop  receives 
his  diocesan  authority ;  the  ^electipn  of  tb^ 
clergy  of  the  cathedral  being  onjy  tli||  foriji 
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by  which  the  King  gives  it :  But  the  arch- 
bishop has  no  share  in  the  giving  of  it  It 
is  true,  the  election  is  followed  by  a  pro- 
ceeding in  the  archbishop's  court,  which 
is  called  the  confirmation  of  the  bishop 
elect :  But  this  is  not  a  proceeding  by 
which  the  archbishop  confers  the  diocesan 
authority  j  it  is  merely  a  revision  of  the 
proceedings  in  the  business  of  the  election, 
to  see  that  all  has  been  done  in  due  fonn 
and  order,  without  any  such  irregularity  as 
would  render  the  election  ab  iniiio  a  uhI- 

I 

lity«  Inquiry  is  also  made  into  ^  the  cha- 
racter of  the  bishop  elect;  to  see  that  he  is 
a  person  in  public  reputation,  and,  in  the 
tenor  of  his  life,  fit  to  be  advanced  to  so 
high  a  station  in  the  church.  And  when  it 
is  found  that  all  has  been  regularly  done, 
and  that  the  life  and  character  of  the  bishop 
elec^  are  miimpeachable,  the  judge  of  4he 
archbishop's  court  pronounce^  that .  he  is 
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Bat  it  Id  so  distinct  from  diocesan  autho* 
rity,  that  the  power  of  order  may  be  pos- 
sessed (and  in  some  instances  is  possessed) 
without  a  particle  of  diocesan  authority ; 
and  diocesan  authority  might  be  confenred 
on  a  person  not  having  the  power  of  order  ; 
though  such  a  person,  without  the  jpower 
of  order,  could  not  perform  aay  one  of  the 
sacred  functicMia  of  a  bishop.  The  bi8h<^^ 
therefore, — vAmh  h  the  great  point  that  I 
am  anxious  to  prove, — derives  no  part  of 
his  diocesan  authority  from  the  «roiibitdiop« 
The  contentious  jurisdiction  in  every^dki* 
cese  arises  out  of  the  civil  establishmenfei 
and  is  properly  subject  to  appeal :  But  the 
bishop  of  every  diocese  has  a  powei,  which 
is  called  the  voluntary  jurisdiction;^ '  which 
is  of  higher  origin  and  earlier  date  than 
any  civil  establishment ;  which  the  ardi^ 
bishop,  beyond  the  limits  of  his  own  prat 
per  diocese,  has  no  right  to  take  into  his 
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bwn  hands ;  except  in  extraordinary  casesy 
^5— namely,  vacancy  of  a  see,  when  it  de-* 
volves  to  him  for  the  time,  as  guardian  of 
the  spiritualities ;  and  when,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  visiting  his  province,  he  inhibits 
the  bishops  for  a  short  time.  And  I  con^ 
tend,  that  the  power  of  appeal  proposed  to 
be  given  by  this  bill  would  mix  the  arch* 
bishop,  in  the  ordinary  jurisdiction  of  every 
diocese  in  his  province,  in  the  voluntary 
branch,  in  a  manner  in  which  he  ought  not 
to  mix  in  it ;  and  would  be  a  violent  in- 
fringement of  the  independence  of  the  bi- 
shops. 

^^  But,  my  Lords,  dismissing  this  ground 
of  objection,  I  might  argue  against  this  ap 
peal  simply  from  the  impolicy  of  it ;  and 
perhaps  some  of  your  Lordships  may  allow 
more  weight  to  this  argument  than  to  the 
other.     My  Xiords,  I  say,  that  this  appeal 
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lays  the  ground  of  much  ill-humour  be- 
tween the  bishops  and  their  clergy,  and  the 
archbishops  and  the  bishops ;  and  is  likely 
either  to  defeat  the  purposes  of  the  bill,  or 
will  be  nugatory.  My  Lords,  if  the  aich-« 
bishop,  in  the  exercise  of  the  power  given  to 
him,  should  pin  his  &ith  upon  the  biahop 
(which  is  the  course  most  likely  to  be 
taken),  and  say  "  I  will  not  grant  what  the 
bishop  has  refused ;  I  will  confirm  his  re^ 
fiisals,"  then  the  appeal  is  nugatory.  I^ 
on  the  other  hand,  the  archbishop  should 
be  very  alert  in  the  exercise  of  this  new 
unconstitutional  authority  with  which  die 
bill  improperly  invests  him,  I  think  any 
bishop  that  finds  himself  interfiled  with 
will  be  apt  to  say  to  his  clergy  ^  I  will 
have  nothing  more  to  do  with  this  busi- 
ness :  I  will  license  none  of  you :  Go  to 
the  archbishop,  and  he  may  license  y  cNi  aU, 
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if  it  so  please  him ;"  and  then  the  purpose 
of  the  bill  will  \)e  pretty  much  defeated. 

"  But  noble  lords  may  say  "  What  then 
is  your  plan  ?  Would  you  give  every  bi- 
shop a  power  within  his  diocese  of  licen- 
sing at  his  pleasure,  without  any  check  up- 
on him  in  the  exercise  of  that  large  dis-^ 
cretion?" — My  Lords,  my  plan  would  be 
this :  I  would  propose  to  your  Lordships, 
that  every  bishop  should  be  impowered  to 
grant  licences  within  his  own  diocese,  in 
every  case  which  should  seem  in  his  judg- 
ment entitled  to  the  indulgence  :  But  then 
he  should  be  required  to  set  forth  in  every 
licence  the  cause  of  granting  it ;  and,  be- 
sides, he  should  be  obliged  to  transmit  to 

* 
the  archbishop,  on  or  before  a  day  to  be 

fixed  by  the  act  in  every  year,  a  report  of 
all  the  licences  granted  by  him  in  the  year 
preceding ;  specifying  not  only  the  names 
of  the  clergy,  and  the  names  of  the  bene- 

2d 
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fices  in  respect  of  which  they  shall  have 
been  granted,  but  the  time  for  which  each 
has  been  granted,  and  the  causes  of  grant- 
ing :     And  this  report,  with  the  addition 
of  his  own  proper  diocese,  the  archbishop 
should   be   required  to  transmit  to    the 
King  in  Chancery.     And,  my  Lords,  this, 
I  maintain,  would  be  a  severer  check  upon 
the  bishops,  in  the  exercise  of  their  discre- 
tional power  of  dispensation,  than  any  the 
bill  imposes  in  its  present  shape ;  because 
it  makes  the  acts  of  the  bishop  public  and 
notorious.     My  Lords,  what  is  the  security 
for  the  proper  conduct  of  any  public  men 
in  the  exercise  of  any  discretional  powers 
with  which  they  may  be  invested  ?     What 
is  the  security  for  a  judge's  just  exercise  of 
his  discretional  powers  ? — My  Lords,  the 
security  is  this,  and  nothing  else, — ^that  the 
judge  is  a  public  man,  in  a  great  conspicu-* 
ous  station,  and  that  nothing  that  he  doea 
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is  done  in  a  comer:  My  Lords,  this  is 
the  security  you  have  for  the  discretion  of 
a  judge.  The  very  same  you  have  for  the 
discretion  of  a  bishop :  A  bishop  is  a  per- 
son holding  a  conspicuous  situation  in  the 
country,  high  in  rank,  and  invested  with 
great  authority ;  and  the  jealous  eye  of  the  * 
public  is  upon  him  and  upon  aU  his  ac- 
tions. 

"  But,  my  Lords,  it  may  be  said,  that 
cases  may  occur  when  the  cause  of  granting 
cannot  with  propriety  be  set  forth  in  the 
licence,— cases  in  which  it  may  be  fit  that 

« 

a  licence  should  be  granted,  and  yet  the 
cause  of  granting  may  be  unfit  to  be  told. 
A  clergjnnan  may  be  disqualified  for  duty; 
or  even  his  absence  may  be  made  a  mat- 
ter of  necessity,  by  reason  of  some  disorder 

I 

which  it  would  be  cruel  to  divulge.  Other 
cases  may  occur,  hardly  fit  to  be  mentioned 
here.     But  for  these  cases  the  bill  has  in 
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my  judgment  very  wisely  and  properly  pro- 
vided. Here  I  consent  that  the  archbishop 
should  be  called  in, — ^not  by  way  of  appeal; 
but,  as  this  bill  calls  him  in,  to  coDfirm 
any  licence  granted  by  the  bishop  wbea 
the  cause  of  granting  cannot  be  set  forth; 
without  which  confirmation,  such  licence 
should  be  void. 

^'  My  Lords,  in  that  part  of  the  bill 
which  gives  the  bishops  a  summary  exer- 
cise of  the  ecdesiastical  authority,  I  shall 
request  your  Lordships  to  attend  carefully 
to  Uie  structure  of  the  clauses,  to  see  that 
they  are  so  drawn  as  really  to  go  to  the  e& 
feet  intended.  And  this  is  alL  I  shall  say 
at  present  upon  that  part  of  the  bill. 

**  The  case  of  the  cathedral  clergy, 
seems  not  sufficiently  provided  for,  will 
quire  your  particular  attention. 

^  I  have  nothing  more  to  say,  till  the 
House  shall  be  in  committee.*' 


UPON  THE  BILL  TO  REGULATE  THE  AGES  OF 
PERSONS  TO  BE  ADMITTED  INTO  HOLY  OR- 
DERS; 

April  13,  1804h 


On  Friday  the  13th  April  1804,  the  House, 
agreeably  to  the  order  of  the  day,  having 
resolved  itself  into  a  committee  of  the 
whole  House  upon  the  bill  respecting  the 
ages  of  persons  to  be  admitted  into  holy 
ofders,  the  business  proceeded  without 
any  observation,  till  the  clause  was  read 
which  enacts,  that  in  case  any  person  shall, 
irom  and  after  the  passing  of  this  act,  be 
admitted  a  deacon  before  he  has  attained 
the  age  of  three-and-twenty  years  com^r 
plete,  or  a  priest  before  he  has  attained 
the  age  of  four-and-twenty  years  complete, 
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such  admission  shall  be  merely  void  in  law^ 
as  if  it  never  had  been  made ;  and  the  per- 
son so  admitted  shall  be  incapable  of  hold- 
ing and  disabled  from  taking  any  eccle^ 
siastical  promotion  or  preferment  whatso- 
ever in  virtue  of  such  his  admission. 

Upon  this,  the  Bishop  of  St  Asaph  rose, 
and  observed,  that  this  clause  contained  the 
only  part  of  the  bill  upon  which  any  doubt 
or  difficulty  could  arise.  As  to  the  inca^ 
pacity  of  holding  and  taking  ecclesiastical 
preferment,  there  was  nothing  new  in  that : 
It  attaclied  upon  priests,  at  least,  ordained 
before  the  canonical  and  legal  age  of  twen- 
ty-four years,  by  former  statutes.  But  it 
was  not  equally  dear  that  any  existing  sta- 
tute went  the  length  of  annulling  the  or- 
dination itself;  which  would  be  the  effect 
of  the  words  ^^  Such  admission  shall  be 
merely  void  in  law,  as  if  it  never  had  been 
made ;''  and  it  might  be  doubted,  though 
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he  himself,  upon  a  full  consideration  of  the 
subject,  had  no  doubt,  whether  this  was 
consistent  with  the  great  principle  of  the  in- 
delebility  of  the  sacred  character ;  "  a  prin- 
ciple, my  Lords,  which  I  for  one"  said  the 
Bishop  ^  never  will  abandon/'  My  Lords, 
upon  a  late  occasion,  when  this  question 
of  the  indelebility  of  the  sacred  charac- 
ter came  to  be  much  agitated  in  this 
House,  it  was  argued  (learnedly  and  sound- 
ly, in  my  judgment)  by  a  noble  and  learn- 
ed lord  who  now  sits  near  me,  that  the  pro- 
cess against  criminal  clergymen  in  our 
courts,  which  is  called  degradation,  which 
is  commonly  supposed  to  be  a  deposition 
of  a  clergyman  from  his  order,  goes  how- 
ever no  farther  than  to  a  deprivation  of  a 
clergyman  who  incurs  that  sentence,  of  all 
the  secular  emoluments,  privil^es,  and  im- 
munities of  his  order,  and  to  a  suspension 
of  his  legal  exercise  of  the  functions  of  the 
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ministry ;  but  do6s  not  extinguish  the  sa- 
cred character  itself.  This  is  more  than 
the  sentence  of  any  earthly  tribunal  can 
operate ;  comprehending  under  the  general 
name  of  earthly  tribunal^  the  tribunal  of 
the  church  itself  on  earth.  My  Lords,  I 
hold  with  the  noble  and  learned  lord  in 
that  opinion.  And  I  go  farther :  I  main-* 
tain,  that  the  limit  which  that  opinion  as* 
signs  to  the  effect  of  degradation  circum- 
scribes in  this  case  even  the  omnipotence 
of  Parliament  itself.  Boldly  I  assert,  that 
to  extinguish  the  sacred  character,  is  more 
than  any  act  of  the  Legislature  can  effect 
What  the  secular  authority  gave,  the  secu- 
lar authority  may  take  away :  It  may  take 
away  all  the  property,  all  the  rights  and 
privileges,  which  the  clergy  hold  by  virtue 
of  the  civil  establishment  of  the  church ; 
for  these  things  it  gave :  But  the  spiritual 
capacity  itself,  conferred  by  ordination,  this 
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no  earthly  power  gave,  and  no  earthly  power 
is  competent  to  the  abrogation  of  it :  No 
act  of  Parliament  can  take  away  the  sacer- 
dotal character,  once  ritely,  canonically,  and 
validly  conferred. 

"  But,  my  Lords,  there  may  be,  in  cer- 
tain cases,  a  radical  nullity  in  the  act  of  or- 
dination itself,-— such  an  irregularity  in  the 
performance  of  it,  or  such  incapacity  in  the 
recipient,  as  may  render  the  act  from  the 
beginning  null  and  void.  My  Lords,  the 
canons  of  the  primitive  church  mention 
many  such  incapacities.  If  any  person  be- 
fore his  ordination  had  been  twice  married, 
or  had  contracted  marriage  with  a  widow, 
or  with  a  woman  divorced,  or  with  a  slave, 
orwith  an  actress,— the  ordination  was  null : 
Notwithstanding  that  the  outward  ceremo- 
ny of  ordination  had  passed  upon  him,  no 
character  was  allowed  to  be  conveyed ;  he 
remained  a  mere  laymab.    There  was  no- 
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tiling  which)  in  ancient  times,  the  church 
was  so  anxious  to  prevent  and  disallow  as 
an  admission  to  holy  orders  at  too  early  an 
age.  By  the  Neocaesarean  canons,  by  the 
decrees  of  Siricius,  by  the  canons  of  the 
African  Code,  and  those  of  the  Trullan  Sy- 
nod, it  appears  that  the  earliest  age  allowed 
in  ancient  times,  either  in  the  Greek  or  in 
the  Latin  church,  was  twenty-five  for  the 
order  of  deacons,  and  thirty  for  that  o£ 
priests. 

"  Now,  my  Lords,  though  I  never  will 
allow  to  Parliament  an  authority  to  un- 
make a  well-made  priest  or  deacon — ^an 
authority  to  extinguish  the  spiritual  cha- 
racter once  validly  conferred,  yet  if  there 
has  been  any  such  irregularity  in  the  colla- 
tion of  the  character  as  to  make  the  act 
from  the  very  beginning  null,  it  is  cer- 
tainly competent  to  an  act  of  Parliament  to 
declare  that  original  nullity.     The  case  is 


427 

somewhat  analogous  to  that  of  marriage^ 
No  court  in  this  country  has  authority  to 
dissolve  the  marriage-contract  between  par- 
ties  who  were  in  all  respects  capable  of  the 
contract  at  the  time  when  it  was  made : 

f 

But  if  impediments  existed  at  the  time  of 
marriage,  such  as  to  render  the  parties  in- 
capable,  and  the  contract  by  consequence 
originally  null,  of  such  original  nullity  the 
ecclesiastical  court  has  cognizance,  and  may 
declare  it ;  and,  by  that  judgment,  separate 
parties  illegally  united.  So,  in  the  case  of 
ordination,  I  maintain  that  even  an  act  of 
Parliament  cannot  abrogate  what  was  at 
first  well  done :  But,  on  the  other  hand,  I 
equally  maintain,  that  it  may  declare  and 
point  out  an  original  nullity  in  the  act* 
My  Lords,  it  is  understood  that  it  is  neces- 
sary to  the  validity  of  any  religious  ordi- 
nance, conferring  any  special  grace  or  spi- 
ritual capacity,  that  the  intention  of  th^ 


■fi 


^MM 


42S 

person  who  administers  should  go  with  the 
external  act  My  Lords,  it  cannot  be  sup- 
posed that  any  bishop,  in  conferring  orders, 
means  to  do  a  thing  disallowed  by  the  ca- 
nons of  the  church.  If  he  lays  his  hands 
on  the  head  of  a  young  man  under  the  ca- 
nonical age,  and  says  "  Receive  the  Holy 
Ghost  for  the  office  and  w6rk  of  a  priest," 
the  bishop  must  be  in  error,  deceived  with 
respect  to  the  age :  Though  his  hand  and 
his  lips  are  employed,  his  mind  is  abhor- 
rent from  the  action :  He  does  not  mean 
to  ordain  a  person  priest  under  twenty-four 
years  of  age :  The  church  has  told  him  in 
her  canons,  that  such  a  person  is  incapableof 
the  priesthood :  Such  a  person,  therefore, 
is  not  within  the  intention  of  the  ordainer; 
and  is  not  ordained  bv  him.  The  same 
reasoning  applies  in  the  case  of  deacons. 
My  Lords,  in  this  view  of  it,  as  declaring 
(in  affirmance  of  the  canons  of  the  church) 
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an  original  nullity,  in  particular  cases,  in 
the  act  of  conferring  orders,  arising  from  a 
canonical  incapacity  in  the  recipient,  not 
as  annulling  orders  ritely  and  validly  con- 
ferred, I  approve  of  tlie  enactment  of  this 
clause :    I  think  it  a  wise  one/' 

The  Duke  of  Norfolk  knew,  that  the 
indelebility  of  £he  sacred  character  was  a 
principle  in  the  church  of  Rome ;  but  he 
did  not  know  that  it  was  equally  a  princi- 
ple in  the  church  of  England.     It  was  not 

his  iuptention  to  move  any  amendment,  if 

■■> 
the  bill,  as  it  stood,  had  the  approbation  of 

the  Reverend  Bench.  He  thought,  that 
through  the  imperfections  of  registers,  and 
defect  of  evidence  of  the  time  of  birth,  it 
might  sometimes  happen  that  the  act  might 
be  unintentionally  transgressed ;  and  that 
for  that  reason  the  penal  incapacities  were 
too  severe.  His  grace  thought,  that  if  per- 
sons receiving  orders  prematurely  were  to 
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be  liable  to  such  penalties,  the  bishop  con-* 
ferring  them  ought  to  be  made  subject  to 
penalties ;  and  that  the  Bishop  of  Sodor 
and  Man  ought  to  be  included  in  the  bilL 
The  Bishop  of  St  Asaph  replied,  that 
he  agreed  with  the  noble  duke,  that  it 
might  sometimes  happen  that  the  act  might 
be  unintentionally  transgressed :     But  for 
that  very  reason,  he  was  desirous  that  the 
nullity  of  the  ordination  should  be  declared 
by  the  bill ;  because  this  opened  means  of 
relief  for  persons  unintentionally   trans- 
gressing,   from   disabilities    which   would 
otherwise  attach  upon  them  for  their  whole 
lives.     That  the  noble  duke  could   not 
imagine  that   any  bishop   would   not  be 
liable  to  penalties  who  should  dare  to  dis- 
obey the  positive  enactments  of  an  act  of 
Parliament.    That  the  Bishop  of  Sodor  and 
Man,  though  not  particularly  named  in  the 
bill,  is  included  in  it ;  for  although  he  is 


4S1 

no  lord  of  Parliament,  as  not  holding  of 
the  Crown,  he  is  an  English  bishop  with- 
in the  province  of  the  metropolitical  see  of 
York. 

The  clause  was  then  agreed  to  unanl* 
mouslj. 


UPON  THE  BILL  RELATING  TO  THE  STIPENDS 
OF  LONDON  INCUMBENTS; 

JuLT  23,  1804. 


A  BILL  brought  into  the  Upper  House  for 
making  farther  provision  for  the  clergy 
within  the  city  of  London  was  moved 
for  a  third  reading  on  the  19th  of  July 
1804. 

The  Duke  of  Norfolk,  allowing  the  ob- 
ject of  the  bill  to  be  desirable,  objected  to 
the  mode  in  which  it  was  proposed  to  ef- 
fect that  object,  as  wholly  inconsistent  with 
the  principles  upon  which  the  House  had 
hitherto  legislated  in  whatever  affected  the 
rights  of  private  property.  He  would  call 
upon  their  Lordships  to  say,  whether  they 
could  in  honour  and  conscience  pass  the 
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bill,  except  the  previous  consent  of  every 
person  on  whom  it  would  operate  as  a  tax 
had  been  obtained.    The  clergy  of  London, 

V 

from  the  time  of  the  Reformation  to  the 
reign  of  Charles  the  Second,  was  maintain- 
ed by  a  certain  poundage  upon  the  rental 
of  houses  :  After  the  great  fire,  by  a  sta- 
tute of  Charles  the  Second,  that  poundage 
was  commuted  for  a  sum  certain  ;  and  at 
that  proportion  it  had  continued  until  that 
moment  He  would  freely  admit  that  the 
salary  \^as  by  no  means  adequate  to  the 
proper  maintenance  of  the  clergy;  and 
much  as  he  was  inclined  to  concur  in  any 
measure  that  should  enable  them  to  sup- 
port their  due  rank,  yet  he  could  not  bring 
himself  to  consent  to  this  bill.  He  moved 
therefore  that  the  third  reading  should  be 
postponed  until  that  day  three  months. 

The   Lord    Chancellor    (Eldon)    was 
not  willing  that  the  bill  should  be  read  a 

2£ 
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third  time  noWy  nor  postponed  for  three 
months :  He  would  propose  that  it  bed^ 
ferred  a  few  days  only ;  that  he  might  satisfy 
his  mind,  if  possible,  that  the  objects  of  the 
bill  and  the  rights  of  private  property  were 
reconcilable  in  the  mode  taken  by  the  bilL 

The  third  reading  was  accordingly  post-- 
poned  till  the  23d  of  the  montli.  On  the 
day  fixed  by  adjournment,  the  Bishop  of 
St  Asaph  defended  the  bilL 


u 


MV  LORDS, 


"  Tlie  bill  upon.which  we  are 
to  debate  whether  it  shall  be  read  a  third 
time  now  or  on  this  day  three  months  is  en- 
titled "  an  act  for  the  relief  of  certain  in* 
cumbents  of  livings  in  the  city  of  Liondon*"^ 
My  Lords,  before  I  go  into  the  bill,  I 
must  desire  your  Lordships  to  remark,  that 
these  certain  incumbents,  to  whose  relief 
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this  bill  applies,  are  a  great  majority  of  the 
beneficed  clergy  of  the  city  of  London^ — a 
great  majority,  my  Lords.  I  repeat  and 
insist  upon  this  circumstance,  because  great 
misrepresentation  has  gone  abroad.  It  was 
lately  asserted  in  a  very  respectable  assem^ 
bly,-~and  what  was  asserted  in  that  assem- 
bly has  found  its  way  into  the  public  prints, 
—that  the  incumbents  to  be  relieved  by  this 
bill  are  a  minority  only  of  the  Lx>ndon 
clergy.  It  has  been  said,  that  the  parishes 
to  which  what  is  called  the  fire-act  applies, 
and  to  which  of  consequence  this  act,  which 
is  an  amendment  of  the  fire-act,  applies, 
are  in  number  only  forty-eight ;  while  the 
parishes  within  the  city,  not  afiected  by 
the  fire-act,  nor  by  this  bill,  are  fifty-one. 

* 

My  Lords,  this  is  a  most  outrageous  false- 
hood. The  parishes  which  fall  under  the 
fire-act  and  under  this  bill  are  not  fewer 
than  eighty-six  j  though  the  livings,  it  is 
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true,  are  no  more  than  fifty-K)ne :  For  aftef 
tlie  fire  of  London,  it  was  thought  proper 
to  rebuild  only  fifty-one  of  the  eighty-six 
churches  destroyed  by  that  calafnity,  and, 
by  uniting,  to  reduce  sixty-dine  of  the  be- 
nefices to  thirty-^four  J  and  thus  the  eigh- 
ty-srx  parishes  made  only  fifty-one  livings. 
Still  they  are  eighty-six  parishes.  But  the 
parishes  which  escaped  the  fire  and  are  not 
affected  by  the  fire-act  are  nineteen,  and 
no  more.  The  incumbents,  therefore,  for 
whose  relief  this  bill  is  introduced,  are  a 
very  great  majority  of  the  London  clergy* 
"  My  Lords,  your  Lordships  have  heard 
much,  I  believe,  of  the  opulence  of  those 
nineteen  livings  in  which  the  rights  of  the 
clergy  were  not  curtailed  by  the  fire-ad: 
Your  Lordships  have  heard,  that  the  reve- 
nues of  those  nineteen  livings  are  immense 
enormous — ^far  beyond  the  proportion  of 
the  wants  of  any  private  clergymen — too 
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much  for  churchmen  to  be  permitted  to 
enjoy !  My  Lords,  this  is  another  false- 
hood. One  of  those  livings  is  said  to  pro- 
duce 700/.  per  annum^  another  800/. :  I 
•speak  of  reputed  values,  which  are  gene- 
rally beyond  the  truth ;  but  the  average  of 
the  nineteen  is  no  more  th^n  290/.  per  an-- 
num. 

"  My  Lords,  it  may  seem  strange,  that 
at  this  time  of  day  we  should  have  to  pro- 
vide for  the  better  maintenance  of  the 
London  clergy ;  especially  as  you  will  per- 
ceive, by  the  very  preamble  of  this  bill, 
that  their  maintenance  has  in  former  times 
been  the  object  of  Parliamentary  provision. 
Your  Lordships  have  heard  that  their  ap- 
pointments  are  very  inadequate ;  but  you 
are  perhaps  not  informed  how  they  came 
to  be  so  poor,  nor  what  claim  the  London 
clergy  have  to  a  better  maintenance.  I 
/shall  therefore  endeavour  to  state  to  your 
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LfOrdships  what  their  situation  originally 
was,  and  hpw  they  were  reduced  to  their 
present  impoverished  condition.  This  will 
throw  much  light  upon  the  argument  I  am 
about  to  hold  upon  the  justice  and  expe- 
diency of  the  present  bill. 

"  The  maintenance  of  the  clergy,  your 
Lordships  know,  derives  from  two  principal 
sources — tithes  and  oblations.  The  streets 
of  London,  my  Lords,  or  of  any  great  town, 
produce  no  tithes, — certainly  no  predial 
tithes,  nor  any  mixed:  London  can  produce 
no  species  of  tithes  but  the  personal  Of 
personal  tithes  we  hear  much  indeed  in  the 
old  canonists,  and  something  we  hear  of 
them  in  the  statute-book ;  yet  I  am  per- 
suaded  the  claim  never  was  generally  en?- 
forced,  and  nowhere  less  than  in  the  city 
of  London  :  The  oblations  therefore  have 
been  in  all  times  the  principal  mainte- 
nance  of  the  London  clergy.     It  is  truci 
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we  have  acts  of  Parliament  which  purport 
to  be  for  regulating  the  payment  of  tithes 
in  London :  But  that  is  only  that  the  word 
is  very  inaccurately  used  as  a  general  name 
for  the  legal  dues  of  the  clergy  of  whatever 
description;  or  that  tithes,  if  any  there 
were,  are  meant  to  be  included  under  the 
general  provisions  of  those  acts.  The  cer- 
tain matter  of  fact  isj  that  the  oblations 
made  almost  if  not  altogether  the  whole 
property  of  the  London  clergy. 

"  The  oblation,  your  Lordships  know, 
was  a  small  payment  due  of  right  to  the 
minister  upon  Sundays  and  other  great  fes- 
tivals of  the  church ;  regulated  in  its  quan- 
tum by  custom  and  usage,  but  everywhere 
bearing  some  proportion  to  the  rent  of  the 
parishioner  who  was  to  pay  it.  The  ear- 
liest authentic  information  that  I  find  about 
the  oblations  m  London,  is  in  an  ordinance 
of  Roger  Niger,  who  was  Bishop  of  Lonr 
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don  in  an  early  part  of  the  thirteenth  centa^ 
ry.  *  Niger  requires,  that  the  good  citizens 
of  London  pay  to  the  minister  one  farthing 
for  every  ten  shillings  of  rent,  "  Diebus 
Dominicis,  et  solennibus,  et  festis  duplici- 
bus,  praesertim  apostolorum  quorum  vigi- 
liae  jejunantur."  f  And  these  payments  Bi- 
shop Niger  orders  as  due,  in  his  time,  of  an- 
cient usage  and  immemorial  custom.  In  the 
beginning  of  the  thirteenth  century,  there- 
fore, the  oblations,  upon  these  days  and  in 
this  proportion  to  the  rents,  were  due  by  a 
usage  then  ancient,  and  by  a  custom  then 


*  See  a  pamphlet  entitled  <<  Case  respecting  the  Mamie- 
nance  of  the  London  Clergy,  briefly  stated,  and  supported 
by  reference  to  authentic  documents.  By  John  Moore» 
LL.B.  Rector  of  St  Michael  s,  Bassishaw,  and  Minor  Canon 
of  St  Paul's,  London."  It  is  much  to  be  lamented,  that  this 
learned  gentleman  was  not  encouraged  to  execute  his  pro- 
posal of  reediting  Bishop  Walton's  treatise  of  the  Tithes  of 
London. 

t  f.  e.  <<  On  Sundays,  holidays,  and  the  double  festhrals 
especially  of  the  apostles  whose  vigils  are  fasted," 
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become  immemorial.  There  was  however 
some  want  perhaps  of  precision  in  the  lan- 
guage of  Bishop  Niger's  ordinance,  which 
opened  a  door  to  much  litigation  between 
the  clergy  of  London  and  their  parishion- 
ers. Bishop  Niger  states  the  quantum  of 
oblation  upon  every  day  of  offering  at  one 
farthing  for  an  annual  rent  of  ten  shillings, 
one  halfpenny  for  a  rent  of  twenty  shil- 
lings, and  one  penny  for  a  rent  of  forty 
shillings.  But  he  goes  no  farther  in  de- 
scribing the  ascending  scale ;  he  mentions 
no  higher  rent  than  forty  shillings,  nor  any 
higher  payment  than  one  penny ;  from 
which  the  citizens  of  London  had  the  in- 
genuity to  draw  this  curious  conclusion, — 
that  one  penny  was  the  utmost  that  could 
be  claimed,  let  the  rent  be  what  it  might. 
One  penny,  they  allowed,  was  demandable 
every  offering-day  for  a  rent  of  forty  shil- 
lings ;   but  they  contended,  no  more  was 
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demandable  if  the  rent  should  be  forty 
times  forty  shillings.  Archbishop  Arun- 
del put  out  a  constitution,  in  which  he  in- 
terpreted Bishop  Niger's  ordinance  more 
favourably  for  the  clergy.  He  declared  the 
true  sense  of  it  to  be,  that  an  additional 
farthing  was  to  be  paid  for  every  additional 
ten  shillings  of  rent,  to  whatever  the  rent 
might  amount  The  Archbishop's  consti- 
tution was  approved  and  confirmed  by  the 
Pope;  and  the  good  citizens  of  London 
submitted :  For  your  Lordships  will  db* 
serve,  that  we  are  got  back  to  times  when 
an  ordinance  of  the  diocesan  and  a  metro- 
politan  constitution,  confirmed  by  the  pa- 
pal bull,  was  law,  and  the  only  law  upon 
such  questions. 

"  But,  upon  tliis,  the  citizens  of  London 
had  recourse  to  another  expedient  to  lower 
the  claims  of  oblations.  They  raised  a 
question  upon  the  number  of  days  in  the 
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whole  year  on  which  the  oblations  were  to 
be  paid.  It  was  their  point  to  make  them 
as  few  as  possible ;  and  it  was  the  interest 
of  the  clergy  to  make  them  as  many.  Bi- 
shop Niger's  ordinance  said  the  oblations 
were  to  be  made  "  Diebus  Dominicis,  et 
solennibus,  et  festis  duplicibus^  praeser(;im 
apostolorum  quorum  vigiliae  jejunantur/'* 
About  the  Sundays  there  never  was  any 
difficulty :  But  for  the  other  festivals,  the 
citizens  contended,  that  the  words  "  praeser- 
tim  apostolorum  quorum  vigiliae  jejunan- 
tur"  were  meant  to  circumscribe  the  appa- 
rent latitude  of  the  preceding  words,  "  so- 
lennibus  et  festis  duplicibus ;'"  and  to  spe- 
cify what  solemn  days  and  what  double 
festivals  were  to  be  days  of  offering ;  and 
that  these  were  only  the  festivals  of  those 


*  **  On  Sundays,  holidays,  and  the  double  festiyab,  espe- 
cially of  the  apostles  whose  vigils  are  fasted." 
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apostles  whose  vigils  were  fasted.  Those 
in  our  calendar  were  never  more  than  thej 
are  now ;  that  is,  they  were  no  more  than 
eight:  And  those  eight  days,  added  to 
the  fifty-two  Sundays,  made  sixty  days  of 
offering  in  the  whole  year,  if  none  of  the 
eight  days  fell  upon  a  Sunday ;  which  would 
sometimes  happen,  and  reduce  the  number. 
Sixty  days,  at  one  farthing  for  each  day, 
upon  a  rent  of  ten  shillings,  was  equivalent 
to  a  rate  of  two  shillings  and  sixpence  in  the 
pound  ;  which  seems,  I  confess,  to  be  cour 
siderable  for  the  time;  and  the  diminu- 
tion, by  the  coincidence  of  festivals  and 
Sundays,  amounted  to  no  more  than  four- 
pence  upon  the  twenty  shillings  rent  in 
seven  years^*     The  clergy,  however,  natu- 


*  When  the  dominical  letter  is  either  A,  B,  or  D,  througb- 
out  the  year,  no  one  of  these  eight  festivals  can  fall  upon  a 
Supday :  When  it  is  F  throughout  the  year,  one  of  them, 
and  only  one,  will  &U  upon  a  Sunday :  When  in  the  months 
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rally  wished  to  make  more  days  of  oiFer-^ 

9 

ing ;  and  to  more  they  certainly  were  en^ 
titled  by  Bishop  Niger's  ordinance,  or  ra* 


after  February  the  dominical  letter  is  C  or  G,  one,  and  onljT 
one,  will  fall  upon  a  Sunday  :  When  in  those  months  it  is 
£,  five  of  the  eight  days  in  question  will  fall  upon  Sundays : 
In  bissextile  years^  when  the  double  letter  is  GF,  no  one 
of  the  eight  days  wiU  &11  upon  a  Sunday  :  Wlien  tlie  dou<« 
ble  letter  is  F£,  six  of  them  will  fall  upon  Sundays ;  one 
for  F,  and  five  fbr  £ :  When  the  double  letter  is  £D,  no 
one  will  fall  upon  a  Sunday :  When  the  double  letter  is 
DC,  one  and  no  more  will  fall  upon  a  Sunday  :  When  the 
double  letter  is  CB  or  BA,  no  one  of  the  eight  will  fall 
upon  a  Sunday :  WTien  the  double  letter  is  AG,  one  and  no 
more.  Hence  it  will  be  found,  that  in  the  whole  cycle  of 
the  dominical  letter  (making  it  begin  with  G),  the  clergy 
would  lose  in  the  first  four  years  of  the  cycle,  eight  days ;  in 
the  second  quaternion,  they  would  loose  seven ;  in  the  third, 
only  two ;  in  the  fourth,  six ;  in  the  fiflh,  two  ;  in  the  siktb, 
one ;  in  the  seventh,  six.  They  would  lose  therefore  in 
the  twenty-reight  years  of  the  whole  cycle  thirty-two  days ; 
that  is,  they  would  receive  for  no  more  than  dne  hundred 
and  ninety-two  days  in  addition  to  the  Sundays,  instead  of 
two  hundred  and  twenty-four,  for  which  they  would  have 
received  in  the  course  of  an  entire  cycle  if  none  of  these 
eight  festivals  had  ever  fallen  upon  a  Sunday :  Their  loss 
therefore  would  be  one  shilling  and  fourpence  in  the  twen- 
ty-eight years  upon  every  annual  rent  of  twenty  shillings* 
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ther  by  that  ancient  usage  and  immemorial 
custom  upon  which  that  ordinance  was 
founded. 

"  Your  Lordships  have  heard  it  said, 
that  upon  this  occasion,  a  sly  old  pope 
created  twenty  new  saints  to  bring  grist  to 
the  mill  of  the  London  clergy.  My  Lords, 
I  know  that  this  assertion  is  to  be  found  in 
authors  of  considerable  name,  who  might 
have  been  expected  to  write  with  more 
caution  or  with  more  veracity  upon  this 
subject :  But  I  was  surprised  to  find,  the 
other  day,  that  their  authority  had  imposed 
upon  my  noble  and  learned  friend  upon 
the  woolsack.  My  Lords,  I  should  be  ob- 
liged to  any  noble  lord  that  would  give  me 
the  names  of  those  twenty  worthies  that 
were  canonized  upon  that  occasion,  or 
the  name  of  the  pope  who  performed  the 
operation.  My  Lords,  they  are  nowhere  to 
be  found, — ^the  names  of  those  illustrious 
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saints,  or  the  name  of  the  pope  who 
aainted  them.  The  plain  matter  of  fact  i^ 
this*  Besides  the  festivals  of  those  eight 
apostles  whose  vigils  are  fasted,  there  are 
certain  days  which  have  always  been  ob- 
served in  the  church, — not  in  the  church  of 
Rome  particularly,  but  in  every  church  in 
Christendom,—with  as  much  and  some  of 
them  even  with  more  reverence  than  the  fes- 
tivals of  any  of  the  apostles ;  days  not  in- 
troduced by  any  pope,  but  anterior  to  idl 
Popery ;  days  which  have  no  reference  to 
any  saint,  ancient  or  modern,  but  to  our 
Lord  himself;  being  the  anniversaries,  or 
days  observed  as  the  anniversaries,  of  the 
most  interesting  occurrences  of  our  Lord's 
own  life :  Such  are  the  feast  of  our  Lord's 
nativity,  the  feast  of  his  circumcision,  his 
epiphany.  These  days,  in  the  whole  year, 
were  eighteen  in  number.  To  these  we 
must  add  the  feast  of  the  apostles  St  Phi- 
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lip  and  St  James,  and  the  feast  of  th6  mi* 
tivity  of  St  John  the  Baptist ;  which  were 
always  observed  as  great  feasts,  although 
the  vigil  of  the  former  was  not  Csated^ 
These,  with  the  other  eighteen,  make  twen- 
ty days, — just  as  many  as  the  Pope  is  said 
to  have  added  new  saints  to  the  calendar : 
To  which,  however,  two  more  are  still  to 
be  added,  being  observed  in  those  times  in 
every  parish,  though  not  in  all  parishes  on 
the  same  dav.  These  two  are  the  anniver- 
sary  of  the  dedication  of  the  parish-church 
and  the  feast  of  the  patron  saint  to  whom 
the  church  was  dedicated.  We  have  there- 
fore twenty-two  days  in  the  year  to  be 
added  to  the  eight  days  of  the  apostles 
and  to  the  fifty-two  Sundays,  making  in  all 
eighty-two  days  in  the  year ;  for  which 
the  clergy  claimed.  And  it  is  remarkafaJe, 
that  in  the  reign  of  Henry  the  Eighth,  upon 
an  attempt  to  adjust  the  differences 
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iJien  subsisted  between  the  clergy  of  Lon- 
don and  their  parishioners,  the  number  of 
eighty-two  days  of  offering  in  the  year  was 
admitted  by  a  Court  of  Common  Council,  * 
It  is  said^  that  in  the  interval  between  the 
time  I  am  speaking  of  and  the  reign  of 
Henry  the  Eighth,  the  claims  of  the  clergy 
had  been  carried  much  higher.  About  the 
middle  of  the  fifteenth  century,  an  incum- 
bent of  one  of  the  city  livings  sued  one  of 
his  parishioners,  in  the  ecclesiastical  court, 
for  recovery  of  oblations  withholden  :  Sen- 
tence \(BS  given  in  favour  of  the  clergy^ 
man :  The  suit  made  a  great  noise,  and 
the  cause  was  carried  by  appeal  to  Rome; 
where  the  sentence  was  confirmed:  But 
the  City  taking  the  matter  up,  and  disputes 
running  very  high.  King  Henry  the  Sixth 
thought  proper  to  call  in  the  Pope's  autho- 


f  See  Moore*8  Case  of  the  London  Clergy,  page  18« 
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ritj :  Nicholas  the  Fifth,  after  inquiring 
into  the  merits  of  the  case,  issued  his  bull 
ratifying  the  ordinance  of  Bishop  Niger  as 
interpreted  by  Archbishop  Arundd  and  In- 
nocent the  Seventh,  and  confirming  thie 
sentence  given  in  the  case  between  the 
clergyman  and  his  parishioner.  In  this 
the  number  of  offering-days,  it  is  said,  was 
carried  up  to  one  hundred.^  And  I  can 
easily  believe  it ;  for  I  can  easily  believe 
that  the  cleigy  at  this  time  would  think 
they  had  a  right  to  claim  all  the  days  spe- 
cified as  solemn  festivals,  ^  festa  solem- 
niter  celebranda,*'  in  the  provincial  consd* 
tution  of  Archbishop  Islep :  The  number 
of  days  in  that  constitution  is  fbtty-two ; 
which,  added  to  the  fifty-two  Sundays,  make 
ninety-four  (little  short  of  one  hundred)  in 
the  year.     Nor  can  I  think  the  claim  of 


•  Sec  Moore's  Case,  page  ll — 17. 
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one  hundred  days  fastens  on  the  clergy  of 
those  times  any  imputation  of  rapacity : 
For  the  number  is  much  short  of  what  they 
might  have  claimed  under  the  letter  of  Bi- 
shop Niger's  ordinance ;  which  seems  to 
give  them  all  the  festa  duplicia ;  and  the 
festa  duplicia  of  the  Roman  calendar  are 
very  numerous  indeed.  Ho wever,my  Lords, 
in  the  time  of  Henry  the  Eighth,  the  Com- 
mon Council  of  London  could  not  reduce 
the  offering-days  to  a  number  less  than 
eighty-two :  They  admitted  the  claim  of 
the  clergy  to  eighty-two  days  of  offering  in 
the  year ;  and  eighty-two,  at  the  old  rate 
of  one  farthing  for  each  day  upon  every 
ten  shillings  of  rent,  is  equivalent  to  a  rate 
of  three  shillings  and  fivepence  in  the 
pound. 

^  The  citizens  of  London  having  admit- 
ted the  claim  of  the  clergy  to  this  extent, 
I  cannot  understand  upon  what  principle 
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the  claim  was  reduced  by  the  37th  of  Hend- 
ry the  Eighth  to  two  shillings  and  nine- 
pence  in  the  pound.  That  statute  has 
reference  to  a  decree  to  be  made  by  com- 
missioners appointed  by  the  King,  "  for 
the  appeasing  of  divers  variances,  conten- 
tions, and  strifes,  which  had  arisen  between 
the  parsons,  vicars,  and  curates  of  the  city 
of  London,  and  the  citizens  and  inhabi- 
tants of  the  same,  for  and  concerning  tlie 
payment  of  tithes,  oblations,  and  other  du- 
ties, within  the  said  city  and  liberties.** 
The  preamble  of  the  act  sets  forth,  that 
^*  as  well  the  said  parsons,  vicars,  and  cu- 
rates, as  the  said  citizens  and  inhabitants, 
had  compromitted  and  put  themselves  to 
stand  to  such  order  and  decree,  touching 
the  premises,  as  the  King*s  commissioners 
should  make  :'*  And  the  statute  enacts,  that 
such  decree  as  should  be  made  by  the 
King's  commissioners,  or  any  six  of  them. 
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before  the  1st  day  of  March  then  next  en- 
suing, should  "  stand,  remain,  and  be  as  an 
act  of  Parhament,  and  bind  as  well  all  citi- 
zens and  inhabitants  of  the  said  city  and 
liberties  for  the  time  being,  as '  the  said 
parsons,  vicars,  curates,  and  their  succes- 
sors, for  ever."  And  in  pursuance  of  this 
act,  the  commissioners  issue  their  decree, 
^^  that  the  citizens  and  inhabitants  of  the 
saui  city  and  liberties  shall  yearly  pay  their 
tithes" — so  the  decree  says ;  but  tithes,  as 
I  have  stated  to  your  Lordships,  in  Lon- 
don mean  oblations — "  to  the  parsons,  vi- 
cars, and  curates  of  the  said  city,  and  their 
successors,  for  the  time  being,  after  the 
rate  hereafter  following;  viz.  of  every  x 
shill.  rent  by  the  year,  of  all  and  every 
house  and  houses,  warehouses,  &c.  within 
the  said  city  and  liberties,  xvi  pence  and  a 
halfpenny,  and  of  every  xx  shill.  of  rent 
by  the  year,  of  all  and  every  such  house 
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and  houses,  &c.  ii  shill.  and  ix  pence,  and 
so  above  the  rent  of  xx  shill.  by  the  year, 
ascending  from  x  to  x  shill.  according  to 
the  rate  aforesaid.'* 

"  Thus,  two  shillings  and  ninepence  in 
the  pound,  according  to  the  rents,  was  fix- 
ed as  a  composition  for  the  oblations  due 
to  every  incumbent  of  a  living  in  the  city 
of  London  :  And  this  continues  to  this 
day  to  be  the  legal  claim  of  every  q^ty 
clergyman ;  except  any  particular  place  can 
show  a  custom  of  payment  at  a  lower  rate, 
or  where  another  mode  of  payment  has 
been  established  by  later  statutes. 

"  But  in  no  period  of  time,  I  believe, 
have  the  London  clergy  actually  received 
to  the  amount  of  this  rate  of  two  shillings 
and  ninepence  in  the  pound,  short  as  it 
falls  of  what  the  Court  of  Common  Council 
in  the  20th  of  Henry  the  Eighth  admitted 
to  be  their  just  demand, — ^viz.  three  shil- 
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lings  and  fivepence  in  the  pound.  But  even 
this  lowered  demand, — upon  what  princi- 
ple lowered  I  cannot  say, — this  lowered 
demand  of  two  shillings  and  ninepence  has 
never  been  received.  By  concealment  of 
the  rents,  and  various  subterfuges,  the  pay- 
ments were  so  much  reduced,  that  in  the 
reigns  of  James  the  First  and  Charles  the 
First,  the  clergy  applied  to  Parliament 
for  redress ;  and  in  the  latter  reign,  the 
King  ordered,  that  the  incumbent  of  every 
living  should  send  in  an  account  of  his  ac- 
tual receipt  at  that  time  from  his  living : 
The  citizens  were  also  required  to  send  in 
their  estimate  of  the  actual  receipt  of  each 
living,  accompanied  with  a  statement  of 
what  the  annual  value  of  each  would  a- 
mount  to  at  the  rate  of  two  shillings  and 
ninepence.*     These  estimates  were  made ; 


*  See  Moore's  Case,  page  35,  36. 
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and  both  parties,  the  clergy  and  the  citi^ 
zenSj  appear  to  have  acted  with  great  good 
faith ;  for  the  difference  is  little  or  nothing, 
-*— nothing  certainly  in  the  general  result; 
but  very  little  in  the  detail  between  the 
two  statements  of  actual  receipt,  that  of  the 
clergy  themselves  and  that  of  the  dtizens  ^ 
though  it  was  the  interest  of  the  clergy  to 
put  it  as  low  as  they  could,  and  of  the  citi- 
zens to  put  it  as  high  as  they  could :  But 
they  agreed  in  their  separate  statements, 
and  by  that  agreement  are  entitled  to  the 
highest  credit.  And  by  comparing  either 
statement  of  actual  receipt  with  the  state* 
ment  of  real  value  according  to  the  two 
shUlings  and  ninepence  in  the  pound,  it 
appears,  that  what  the  clergy  received 
was  less  than  one  third  of  the  full  value.* 


*  See  a  document  annexed  to  Moore's  Case>  which  is  said 
to  be  preserved  among  the  records  of  the  city,  in  the  Town- 
Clerk's  Office. 
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tt'he  troubles  coming  on,  no  measures  were 
taken  for  their  relief;  and  they  remained 
in  statu  quo  till  the  fire  of  London  j  which 
gave  occasion  to  a  change  in  the  manner  of 
providing  for  the  clergy  of  those  parishes 
which  were  destroyed  by  the  fire,  which 
eventually  has  been  very  detrimental  to 
them« 

"  I  have  stated  to  your  Lordships,  that 
afler  the  fire  of  London,  fifty-one  livings 
were  formed  out  of  the  eighty-six  parishes 
which  had  suffered  by  that  calamity*  And 
by  an  act  of  the  23d  of  King  Charles  the 
Second,  commonly  called  the  fire-act,  a 
certain  annual  income  is  appointed  for  the 
maintenance  of  the  incumbent  of  every  one 
of  these  livings,  to  be  raised, — or  so  much 
of  it  as  shall  exceed  the  small  stipend  paid 
in  some  parishes  by  the  impropriator, — ^to 
be  raised  by  equal  assessment  upon  the 
inhabitants.     My  Lords,  I  do  not  believe 
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that  the  Legislature  at  that  time  meant  to 
deal  illiberally  by  the  clergy,  or  that  the 
citizens  of  that  time  wished  their  clergy  to 
be  illiberally  dealt  by.  It  is  true,  the  aet- 
tied  incomes  fell  far  short  of  what  the 
amount  of  the  legal  demand  would  have 
been  just  before  the  fire ;  and  I  find  that 
they  fall  short,  upon  the  whole,  just  in  the 
same  proportion  in  which  the  actual  re- 
ceipt fell  short  a  few  years  before  the  fire^ 
I  imagine,  that  the  intention  of  the  Legis- 
lature was  to  secure  to  the  clergy  what  their 
actual  receipt  had  been  just  before  the  fire ; 
and  perhaps  it  might  have  been  unreason- 
able to  lay  upon  the  citizens,  under  the  re* 
cent  and  heavy  pressure  of  that  calamity, 
a  greater  burden  than  they  had  been  for 
some  years  in  the  habit  of  sustaining.  The 
provision  might  be  competent  for  the  cler- 
gy of  that  time  j  and  what  is  more,  I  be- 
lieve the  clergy  of  that  time  were  bettei'  off 
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with  the  incomes  the  fire-act  gave  them 
than  they  would  have  been  had  they  been 
left  in  possession  of  their  claim  to  two  shil- 
lings and  ninepence  in  the  pound ;  and  for 
this  reason :  Your  Lordships  will  find  a 
proviso  at  the  end  of  the  statute  37th  of 
Henry  the  Eighth,  "  that  if  any  persoa 
take  a  tenement  for  less  than  the  accus-« 
tomed  rent,  by  reason  of  great  ruin  or  de- 
cay, brenning,  or  such  like  occasions  or 
mischiefs,  that  then  such  persons  shall  pay 
tithes  only  after  the  rate  of  the  rent  re- 
served in  the  lease,  as  long  as  the  same 
lease  shall  endure ;''  and  by  a  clause  in 
the  act  for  the  rebuilding  of  London  passed 
in  the  20th  year  of  Charles  the  Second,  te- 
nants in  fee-tail  were  impowered  to  grant 
the  sites  of  their  demolished  houses,  upon 
building  or  repairing  leases,  as  we  should 
now  call  them,  for  fifty  years :  The  conse- 
quence therefore  would  have  been,  that. 
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where  such  leases  were  granted,  the  clergy, 
left  to  their  demand  of  two  shillings  and 
ninepence  in  the  pound,  for  fifty  years  to 
come  would  have  received  it  only  upon  the 
ground-rents.  The  condition  in  which  the 
fire-act  put  them  was,  I  believe,  much  bet- 
ter for  the  clergy  of  that  time :  But  the 
evil  was  in  making  the  annual  income  cer- 
tain; for  certain  annual  income  is  unim- 
proveable  income.  If  the  income  was  only 
a  competence  then,  it  is  very  evident  it 
must  be  downright  beggaiy  now;  and  in 
the  same  proportion  and  at  the  same  pace 
at  which  their  parishioners  have  been  grow- 
ing rich,  the  clergy,  with  this  unimprove- 
able  income,  have  been  growing  poor.  If 
the  clergyman  by  his  income  was  upon  a 
level  with  the  merchant  at  the  time  of  the 
Restoration,  he  is  now,  with  the  same  in- 
come, hardly  upon  a  level  with  the  junior 
clerk  in   the  merchant's  counting-house: 
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If  he  is  to  be  raised  to  his  true  level,  his 
income  must  be  enlarged.  I  agree  there- 
fore with  noble  lords  who  think  the  real 
fault  of  the  present  bill  is  that  the  relief  it 
will  aflford  will  be  inadequate.  Your  Lord- 
ships will  recollect,  that  it  was  observed  by 
a  right  reverend  prelate  the  other  day,  that 
of  the  fifty-one  livings  which  are  the  object 
of  the  fire-act,  six  only  amount  to  200/.  per 
annum :  These  six  will  be  raised  by  the  pre- 
sent bill  to, 333/.  6s.  8d. ; — ^another  indeed 
will  be  advanced  to  the  amazing  sum  of 
366/.  13s.  4d. ; — this  is  the  great  prize,  which 
turns  up  from  a  late  union  of  two  parishes, 
which,  by  the  old  act,  produce  by  their  se- 
parate incomes  put  together  9S0L  :  But  of 
the  fifty-one  livings,  the  far  greater  part 
will  still  be  under  SOO/.  per  annwn^  and 
nineteen  of  them  will  not  exceed  200/. 
And  what  is  even  300/.  per  onnvm  for  the 
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maintenance  of  an  incumbent  of  a  London 
living  in  the  present  times  ? 

"  My  Lords,  it  may  seem  that  I  might 
have  spared  this  part  of  the  argument ;  for^ 
with  great  satisfaction  I  mention  it,  the 
principle  of  the  bill  is  not  opposed.  No 
one  of  your  Lordships  entertains  a  doubt 
that  the  provision  for  the  London  clergy  is 
shamefully  insufficient ;  and  no  one  of  your 
Lordships  but  wishes  it  were  very  consi- 
derably improved.     The  objection  to  the 

bill  which  weighs  with  some  of  your  Lord- 
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ships  is,  that  it  is  contrary  to  the  establish- 
ed usage  of  this  House, — a  usage  founded 
in  the  just  attention  of  the  House  to  priv^ 
property, — to  entertain  a  private  bill,  unless 
the  petitioners  for  it  can  show  that  they 
have  the  consent  of  all  those  whose  inte- 
rests may  be  affected  by  what  they  desire 
to  be  done  for  their  own  advantage.     Mj 
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Lords,  I  acknowledge  the  wisdom  and  ju^ 
tice  of  this  proceeding  in  all  cases  of  pri- 
vate bills—of  bills  in  which  private  inte- 
rests only  are  concerned  j  for  one  private 
interest  is  not  to  be  advanced  at  the  ex- 
pense of  another :  But  although  this  bii 
was  brought  into  Parliament  by  petition, 
and  so  far  carries  the  shape  and  appearance 
of  a  private  bill,  yet  I  cannot  admit  that  it 
is  really  of  the  nature  of  a  private  bill.  My 
Lords,  it  is  not  a  bill  for  the  promotion  of 
private  interests :  In  its  object  it  is  a  pub- 
lic bill ;  it  is  a  bill  for  an  object  of  the 
greatest  national  importance  that  can  be 
brought  before  Parliament  My  Lords,  a 
bill  for  the  better  nuuntenance  of  the  Lon- 
don  clergy  is  a  bill  for  the  support  of  the 
established  religion  in  the  metropolis ;  and 
with  the  condition  of  religion  in  the  me- 
tropolis, its  condition  in  the  whole  nation 
is  nearly  and  intimately  connected    What 


464 

greater  national  object  can  your  Lordships 
have  before  you  ? — My  Lords,  when  I  first 
rose,  I  was  anxious  to  impress  your  Lord- 
ships with  a  persuasion  of  the  fact,  that 
the  petitioners  for  tliis  bill  are  a  very  great 
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majority  of  the  whole  body  of  the  London 
clergy.  I  am  apprehensive,  that  my  ear* 
nestness  upon  that  point  may  lead  to  a 
misconception  of  my  present  argument,- 
that  your  Lordships  may  imagine  that  I 
would  put  this  out  of  the  class  of  private 
bills  because  it  is  for  the  general  interest 
of  the  London  clergy.  My  Lords,  that  is 
not  my  meaning ;— the  general  interests  of 
the  London  clergy,  as  a  body  by  them- 
selves, are  still  but  private  interests :  But, 
my  Lords,  my  argument  goes  to  identify 
those  general  interests  of  the  London  clerr 
gy  with  the  general  interests  of  the  whole 
nation.  It  is  upon  this  ground  that  I 
maintain  that  this  is  no  private,  bill ;  be-. 
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cause  it  is  not  for  a  private  but  for  a  pub- 
lic object  of  the  first  magnitude :  And  in 
the  case  of  such  a  bill,  it  would  be  a  sacri- 
fice of  substance  to  form  indeed  (which  I 
am  confident  your  Lordships  will  never 
make),  if  your  Lordships  were  to  say  "  Be- 
cause this  bill  has  been  introduced  by  peti*- 
tion,  we  will  not  entertain  it,  unless  we 
have  before  us  every  individual  whose  pri- 
vate interests  may  be  in  any  way  affected, 
to  give  his  consent/*  My  Lords,  I  do 
deny,  that  upon  a  measure  of  great  nation- 
al importance,  the  consent  of  individuals 
whose  interests  may  be  incidentally  affected 
is  to  be  sought.  Private  interests  are  to 
give  way  to  public  advantage ;  and  for  thifi 
very  plain  reason,  that  the  individual  whose 
interest  is  in  any  way  deteriorated  by  a 
measure  of  public  expediency  has  hid  torn*- 
pensation  in  the  share  that  will  aHAe  to 
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him  of  the  public  good  which  the  ineasure 
is  to  produce. 

"  Still,  my  Lords,  I  know  it  is  appre- 
hended, that  the  passing  of  this  bill  will 
be  a  dangerous  precedent,  and  open  a  door 
to  many  applications  which  it  would  be 
very  improper  to  grant  and  yet  difficult  to 
refuse  when  once  this  is  granted.  Upon 
what  ground,  it  is  said,  will  you  refuse  after 
this  a  legislative  relief  to  any  clergyman  who 
can  show  that  his  provision  is  inadequate  ? 
— And,  God  knows,  this  is  what  many  de- 
serving clergymen  can  (oo  easily  demon- 
strate. One  is  reduced  to  a  miserable  pit- 
lance  by  a  modus  which  he  is  compelled  to 
•  receive  in  satisfaction  for  the  tithes  of  many 
productive  acres  and  the  increase  of  nume- 
rous flocks  and  herds :     Another  performs 

■ 

the  laborious  duty  of  a  populous  parish,  for 
no  better  remuneration  in  this  world  than 
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a  scanty  stipend  paid  by  the  impropriator. 
*^  Therefore,''  says  the  noble  and  learned 
lord  upon  the  woolsack,  "  the  passing  of 
this  bill  will  be  a  dangerous  precedent,  un- 
less you  can  distinguish  the  case  of  the 
London  clergy  from  the  case  of  any  other 
clergyman  who  is  insufficiently  provided.'^ 
My  Lords,  I  say  that  the  case  of  the  Lon- 
don clergy  is  distinguished  :  It  is  distin- 
guished from  every  other  by  this  very  cir-p 
cumstance,  that  they  are  the  London  clergy 
— the  clergy  of  the  metropolis.  My  Lords, 
this  distinction  is  not  of  my  invention  :  It 
is  obtruded  upon  your  Lordships'  notice  by 
the  authority  of  the  statute-book ;  in  which, 
not  a  single  statute,  from  the  earliest  times 
to  the  latest,  is  to  be  found  relating  to  tithes 
in  general,  in  which  an  express  exception  is 
not  made  of  the  case  of  the  London  cler-' 
gy, — and  for  no  other  reason  than  because 
they  are  Loudon  clergy :    They  are  clergy 
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of  the  metropolis,  and  their  competent 
maintenance  is  essential  to  the  maintenance 
of  the  religion  of  the  country ;  which  is  not 
equally  to  be  said  in  the  solitary  case  of 
any  rural  clergyman. 

"  My  Lords,  I  really  can  perceive  no 
analogy  at  all  between  the  case  of  a  counr. 
try  clergyman  beggared  by  a  modus  (which 
however  is  a  very  deplorable  case)  and  the 
case  of  the  body  of  the  London  clergy  b^- 
gared  by  the  fire-act  I  apprehend  that 
every  modus  (which  the  courts,  if  it  were 
litigated,  would  confirm)  must  have  ori^^ 
nated,  or  must  be  supposed  in  law  to  have 
originated,  in  composition  real ;  and  that, 
in  every  such  case,  the  incumbent,  at  the 
time  when  the  composition  took  place,  re^ 
ceived  for  himself  a  valuable  consideration 
over  and  above  the  small  payment  reserved, 
to  the  detriment  of  his  successors.  There 
was  nothing  unlawful  in  the  practice,  how- 
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ever  prejudicial  it  was  to  the  church  and 
to  religion,  till  it  was  restrained  by  statute : 
But  here  was  a  valuable  consideration  to  a 
person  entitled  and  having  at  the  time  a 
right  to  sell ;  and  it  would  be  contrary  to 
all  justice  to  pretend  at  this  time  of  day  to 
set  aside  a  lawful  contract  of  so  long  stand- 
ing. But  can  it  be  imagined,  that  the  in- 
eumbents  of  the  city  livings  at  the  time  r^ 
ceived  any  valuable  consideration  for  whajt 
was  subtracted  from  their  legal  claims  by 

the  fire-act  ? 

"  With  respect  to  impropriations,  my 
Lords,  it  has  been  argued,  that  this  bill  is 
inconsistent  with  its  own  principle ;  inas- 
much as,  proposing  to  augment  die  burden 
€iS  the  assessment  upon  the  inhabitants,  it 
proposes  to  make  no  augmentation  of  the 
burden  upon  the  impropriatofrs :  If  the 
assessment  upon  the  mhabitimts  is  to  be 
augmented,  why  are  not  the  stipends  paid 
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by  the  impropriators  to  their  vicars  and 
perpetual  curates  augmented  in  the  same  . 
proportion  ?  It  would  be  only  a  just  impo- 
sition upon  them^  and  would  in  some  de^ 
gree  ease  thd  inhabitants. — Equitable^  my 
Lords,  as  on  the  first  face  of  the  proposal 
this  may  seem,  it  will,  I  believe,  upon  a 
closer  inspection,  appear,  that  it  would  nei* 
ther  be  generally  practicable  to  raise  the  sti- 
pend paid  by  the  impropriator,  nor,  were  it 
practicable,  would  it  be  just^  Many  of  the 
impropriations  are  in  the  hands  of  ecclesi^ 
astical  bodies,  and  make  the  principal  part  * 
of  their  maintenance }  and  these  appro- 
priators  could  but  ill  afford  to  ^xpend  the 
sources  of  their  own  maintenance  upon  the 
support  of  their  inferior  brethren,  however 
tliey  may, wish  their  brethren  were  better 
provided.  Tlien  the  far  greater  part  of 
ihese  appropriations  are  under  lease ;  and 
the  proportion  in  which  tlie  revenue  of  the 
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estate  is  shared  between  the  lessor  and  the 
lessee  is  for  the  most  part  such  that  the 
lessee  has  seldom  so  little  as  two  thirds, 
and  the  lessor,  in  his  reserved  rents  and  the 
fines  put  together,  seldom  so  much  as  one 
third.  And  for  this  reason,  the  burden  of 
the  stipend  to  the  vicar  or  the  perpetual 
curate  is  usually  thrown  by  the  lease  upon 
the  lessee  :  He  pays  it  as  reserved  annual 
rent.  One  of  the  most  valuable  appropria- 
tions in  the  city,  I  believe,  is  the  rectory 
of  St  Bridget,  commonly  called  St  Brides, 
in  Fleet  Street:  This  is  appropriate  in 
the  Church  of  Westminster :  It  is  under 
lease :  In  the  beginning  of  the  last  century, 
there  were  endless  disputes  between  the 
lessee  of  the  Church  of  Westminster  and 
the  inhabitants  of  the  parish :  After  teasing 
one  another  with  vexatious  law-suits  till 
both  sides  were  tired,  out,  they  united,  the 
Dean  and  Chapter,  their  lessee,  and  the  pa- 
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rishioDers,  in  a  petition  to  Parliament  for 
a  bill  to  adjust  their  differences :  A  bill 
was  accordingly  passed,  assigqing  a  certain 
annual  income  of  400/.  to  the  appropriator^ 
to  be  raised  by  assessment  upon  the  inha- 
bitants of  the  parish ;  and  this  seemed  so 
much  below  the  full  value,  that  many  bur^ 
(lens  which  properly  belpnged  to  the  ap* 
propriator  were  thrown  upon  the  inhabit 
tants :  This  annual  income  of  400/.  is  un- 
der lease :  The  Church  of  Westminster 
receive  only  their  reserved  rent,  and  their 
very  moderate  septennial  fine : — Now,  my 
Lords,  in  this  case,  would  your  Lordships 
say  "  Th*  Church  of  Westminster  should 
be  compeU^  to  increase  the  stipend  to  the 
Vicar  of. St  Brides?"  The  Dean  and  Chapter 
would  say  "  We  cannot  afford  it ;  we  have 
not  the  means :  Our  reserved  rent  goes, 
with  all  pur  .reserved  rents,  to  the  susten- 
tation  of  our  collegiate  church  and  of  oUr 


473 

&mou9  grammar-school, — ^to  the  payment 
of  the  stipends  of  minor  canons,  lay-derksi, 
QrgaaistSj  sacrists,  vergers,  and  to  the  edu- 
cation of  the  choristers ;  and  our  reserved 
reots;  are  barely  sufficient  to  this  expendi** 
tore;  The  septennial  finea  are  o^r  own 
mainteiia2ice,^iable,  however,  in  a  certain 
proportion,  and  occasionally  liable  without 
limit,  to  the  repairs  of  the  fabric :  From 
what  sources  are  we  to  draw  the  increase  of 
the  Vicar's  stipend  ? "  If  you  say  "  Throw 
the  burden  upon  your  lessee,  who,  it  is  very 
well  known,  pays  the  pr^ent  stipend;"—* 
^'  The  lessee"  they  will  reply  "  will  not  con^ 
sent ;  and  what  means  have  we  of  compul- 
sion? Werenewed  the  lease  but  last  year,  for 
the  accustomed  rent  and  with  the  old  cove^ 
nants ;  and  the  lessee  will  submit  to  no  in^ 
crease  for  twenty  years  to  come,-^he  will 
hold  us .  to  our  bargain."  Under  such  dr^ 
cumstances,  my  Lords,  I  cannot  see  either 
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that  the  increase  of  stipend  could  be  prao 
ticable  or  that  it  would  be  just. 

^^  Again,  in  the  city,  the  impsi^riation 
in  many  instances  is  in  the  parish :  The 
parish  has  bought  the  impropriation ;  and 
in  all  these  cases,  to  increase  the  stipend 
would  be  no  ease  to  the  parishioners :  It 
would  only  augment  their  payments  in 
another  shape* 

"  Some  noble  lords  may  perhaps  be  ap* 
prehensive,  that,  if  this  bUl  pa».  we  may 
soon  be  desired  to  do  the  same  thing  for 
the  incumbents  of  those  new  parishes  which 
have  been  created  under  the  act  of  Queen 
Anne  for  building  fifty  new  diurches. 
Those  incumbents  may  be  supposed  to  be 
in  the  same  situation  as  the  incumbents  of 
the  city  livings  whicli  this  act  concerns ;  in 
so  far  as  their  maintenance  depends  upon 
certain  annual  income  raised  by  assessment 
on  their  parishioners.     My  Lords,  the  an- 
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iswer  is,  that  the  situations  are  widely  dif- 
ferent. The  incumbents  of  those  new  pa^ 
rishes  dqpend  in  part  only  upon  fixed  an*- 
nual  income  ;  it  is  in  part  only  that  their 
incomes  are  certain  and  unimproveable : 
Their  maintenance,  in  great  part,  depends 
upon  shares  assigned  to  each  of  them  of.  a 
sum  of  money  raised  by  a  duty  upon  coaJs  j 
and  in  aid  of  what  that  might  prod«4  « 
additional  certain  annual  income  is  assigned 
them,  to  be  raised  by ,  assessment  But  the 
commissioners  for  carrying  the  actsof  Queen 
Anne  and  King  George  the  First  into  exe^^ 
cution  were  directed  to  lay  out  the  shares 
of  the  money  raised  by  the  coal-duty  either 
in  real  security  or  in  the  public  funds.  Laid 
out  in  real  security,  it  is  improveable  in^ 
come ;  and  I  believe  the  fact  is,  that  it  was 
for  the  most  part  so  laid  out.  This  I  know 
to  have  been  the  case  in  two  instances,-^in 
the  parishes  of  St  Anne's,  Limehouse*  and 
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St  Luke's,  Old  Street :  The  incumbent  of 
the  former, is  possessed,  in  right  of  his  liv- 
ing, of  a  very  productive  estate  in  Essex ; 
of  the  latter,  of  a  very^good  estate  in  Mid- 
dlesex, purchased  with  the  money  I  m^i- 
tioned.  The  incumbents  therefore  of  these 
new  parishes  will  have  no  pretence  to  soli- 
cit the  interference  of  Parliament  to  aug- 
ment  the  unimproveable  part  of  their  in- 
come: They  are  all  already,  upon  the 
whole,  well  provided* 

^^  My  Lords,  the  case  which  comes  the 
nearest  to  that  of  the  London  clergy,  so  &r 
as  the  individual  only  is  considered,  is  that 
of  the  incumbents  of  livings  where  the 
tithes  have^been  commuted  by  act  of  Par- 
liament, for  a  fixed  money^rent.  I  know 
one  jremarkable  instance  of  this }  and  I 
doubt  nc^  but  that,  many  more  are  to  be 
found.  The  tithes^f  a  rectory  in  Oxford- 
shire, which  is  in  the  patronage  of  the  see 
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of  Rochester,  by  a  bill  of  enclosure  which 
passed  before  the  middle  of  the  last  centu- 
ry, whea  such  inatters  were  not  so  well  un- 
derstood  a&oiow,  were  commuted  for  a  cer- 
tain annual  payment  of  100/.  clear  of  all 
taxes  and  deductions.  It  happened  that  I 
presented  to  the  living  not  long  before  I 
was  removed  from  the  bishopric  of  Roches- 
ter ;  and  by  the  account  I  have  had  of  the 
living  since,  I  understand  that  the  tithes 
which  were  exchanged  for  100/.  per  annum 
now  produce  1000/.  or  1200/.  But,  my 
Lords,  if  the  Rector  of  Mixbury  should  ap- 
ply to  Parliament, — if  he  should  say  "  My 
case  is  as  hard  as  that  of  the  London  clergy : 
Do  for  me  what  has  been  done  for  them," — 
I  should  think  it  a  proper  answer  to  him  if 
he  were  told  *^  Your  case  is  indeed  very 
hard;  but  what  has  been  done  for  the 
London  clergy  was  not  done  on  the  consi- 
deration of  the  hardship  upon  individuals, 
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but  In  contemplation  of  the  importance 
of  maintaining  the  state  and  dignity  of 
the  established  religion  in  the  metropolis  j 
which  would  be  ill  supported  if  the  great 
body  of  its  clergy  were  suffered  to  remiuu 
in  a  depressed  state  :  Your  case  is  very 
hard ;  but  the  public  h  not  materially  af- 
fected by  the  inadequate  provision  q£  the 
clergyman  of  an  obscure  country  village ; 
and  a  legislative  arrangement  of  property 
of  long  standing  must  not  be  disturbed  for 
the  sake  of  an  individual." 

"  In  short,  my  Lords,  I  can  see  no  dan- 
ger in  the  precedent,  which,  it  is  appre- 
hended, the  passing  of  this  bill  will  esta- 
blish. The  case  of  the  clergy  of  the  me- 
tropolis is  so  different  from  any  case  that 
can  be  imagined  of  any  private  country 
clergyman,  or  of  the  clergy  of  Westmin- 
ster, or  of  the  suburbs,  that  what  is  now 
cJoQe  cannot  easily  be  drawn  into  prece* 
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dent :  And  since  the  present  bill  is  for  a 
public  object,  I  cannot  admit  that  it  is  to 
be  dealt  with  as  a  private  bill  in  this  House, 
merely  because  it  was  brought  into  the 
House  of  Commons  by  petition ;  and  that 
the  petitioners  are  to  be  called  upon  to 
show,  that,  requesting  that  to  be  done  for 
them  which  the  public  good  requires  should 
be  done,  insomuch  that  if  it  is  not  done 
great  public  mischief  must  ensue, — I  say, 
my  Lords,  such  petitioners,  in  my  judg- 
ment, are  not  to  be  called  upon  to  show 
that  they  have  the  express  consent  of  eve- 
ry  individual  whose  interests  may  be  in 
some  degree  affected  by  measures  of  such 
public  importance;  for  surely,  my  Lords, 
public  advantage  must  to  a  certain*  ex- 
tent  overpower  private  interests.  But,  my 
Lords,  let  me  not  be  misunderstood :  Far 
be  it  from  me  to  say,  that  upon  a  measure 
pf  the  greatest  public  importance,  if  an 
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individual  has  an  apprehension  of  injury  in 
his  private  property  he  has  not  a  right  to 
petition  your  Lordships, — ^that  it  is  not 
your  Lordships'  duty,  if  he  sets  forth  his 
ca^e,  to  hear  him  at  the  bar  upon  his  peti- 
tion, and  to  take  measures  to  prevent  the 
injury  to  private  property,  if  injury  is  like- 
ly to  arise ;  for  although  the  interests  of  in- 
dividuals may  be,  without  injustice,  in  some 
degree  deteriorated  for  the  sake  of  a  pub- 
lic end,  which  cannot  otherwise  be  attain- 
ed, yet  injury  is  not  to  be  done  to  private 
rights,  even  for  the  sake  of  public  good, 
unless  the  consideration  of  the  public  good 
involve  considerations  of  justice  which  may 
justify  what  might  otherwise  be  unjust 
But,  my  Lords,  in  the  case  of  the  present 
bill,  has  any  individual  discovered  any  ap- 
prehension of  detriment  to  his  property? 
Have  we  had  any  petitions  against  the  mea- 
sure ?     My  Lords,  this  thing  has  not  been 
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done  in  a  corner :  There  has  been  no  con- 
cealment :  The  introduction  of  the  bill  into 
Parliament  was  a  matter  of  the  greatest 
public  notoriety.  The  draught  of  the  bill 
was  communicated  to  the  Court  of  Com- 
mon Council:  The  Court  referred  it  to 
the  consideration  of  a  committee,  and  that 
committee  to  a  sub-committee;  which,  I 
am  told,  is  the  usual  way  in  which  such^ 
business  is  conducted  in  the  city.  The 
principal  committee  report  to  the  Court  of 
Common  Council,  that  the  sub-committee 
had  reported  to  them,  "  that  having  taken 
the  said  bill  into  their  consideration,  and 
having  held  several  conferences  with  the 
committee  of  the  clergy  thereon  (who  a- 
greed  to  some  alterations  upon  their  sug- 
gestion), they,  after  duly  considering  every 
circumstance  in  favour  of  the  said  incum- 
bents, as  also  of  their  respective  parishion- 
ers, were  of  opinion  that  the  said  bill,  as 
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it  now  stands,  will  not  be  an  unreasonable 
charge  on  the  inhabitants  of  this  city ;  and 
therefore  may  with  propriety  be  acceded  to 
by  the  Corporation:  And  we  {viz.  the 
principal  committee),  agreeing  in  opinion 
with  the  said  sub-committee,  humbly  sub- 
mit the  same,"  &c. 

"  But,  my  Lords,  this  is  not  all :  A  pub- 
lic meeting  of  the  inhabitants  of  the  city  of 
London  was  called, — not  by  any  authority, 
but  by  those  who,  ddighting  in  public 
meetings,  volunteered  their  services.  One 
meeting  at  least  was  held,  and  came  to 
some  wise  resolutions  in  reference  to  this 
application  of  the  clergy  to  Parliament; 
which,  by  order  of  the  meeting,  were  to  be 
communicated  to  the  Lord  Mayor,  the  Al- 
dermen, Deputies,  and  Common  Council  of 
the  several  wards,  and  the  Churchwardens 
of  the  several  parishes,  to  be  by  them  com- 
municated to  the  inhabitants  at  large,  with 
the  very  evident  though  not  avowed  design 
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of  exciting  an  opposition  to  this  bill.  But, 
my  Lords,  what  did  all  this  advertising, 
and  meeting,  and  resolving,  and  commu- 
nicating, produce? — Nothing  at  all,  my 
Lords :  It  certainly  tended  to  turn  the  at- 
tention of  the  inhabitants  of  the  whole  city 
to  the  bill ;  but  no  petition  was  produced, 
not  a  mouth  was  opened,  till  in  the  very 
last  stage  of  the  bill ;  and  when  the  pre- 
sent session  of  Parliament  was  supposed  to 
be  within  a  few  days  or  rather  a  few  hours 
of  its  close,  a  paper  was  presented  purport- 
ing to  be  a  petition  of  the  City  of  London 
against  this  bill.  My  Lords,  if  a  petitioa 
against  any  private  bill  had  come,  in  such 
a  stage  of  the  bill  and  at  such  a  period  of 
the  session,  before  a  committee  above  stairs, 
I  know  what  the  impression  would  have 
been  iipon  the  mind  of  a  noble  friend  of 
mine  opposite  to  me,  who  deserves  highly 
of  the  country  for  the  vigilance  with  which 
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he  watches  the  iniquity  of  private  bills ;  I 
know  what  the  impression  would  have  been 
upon  my  noble  friend's  mind,  and  upon 
my  own  :  Tlie  mode  of  opposition  would 
have  prepossessed  us  strongly  in  favour  of 
the  bill  so  opposed :  We  should  have  said 
"  This  smells  too  strong  of  trick  :  A  peti* 
tion  against  a  bill  that  has  been  the  whole 
session  pending ! — in  this  stage  of  the  bill^ 
and  in  these  expiring  moments  of  the  ses- 
sion ! — The  opponents  feel  they  have  no- 
thing to  say  against  the  bill,  and  they  would 
kill  it  by  stratagem/'  My  Lords,  I  am  tqo 
little  acquainted  with  city  politics  to  pre» 
tend  to  gueSs  in  what  way  this  same  peti- 
tion against  the  bill  before  your  Lordships 
might  be  procured, — after  the  bill  had  re- 
ceived its  second  reading — after  the  report 
of  the  committee  above  stairs  upon  the  1^ 
— ^when  it  was  before  a  committee  of  tb^ 
whole  House  previous  to  its  third  readingi 
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My  Lords,  when  first  I  heard  of  this  fa- 
mous petition,  I  thought  it  might  be  a  step 
taken  only  for  the  good  of  the  common 
sergeant, — ^that  this  bill  might  not  be  car- 
ried through  without  his  deriving  some 
emolument.  My  Lords,  I  mean  no  disre- 
spect to  that  learned  gentleman ;  far  from 
it :  When  he  appeared  at  your  Lordships* 
bar,  he  felt,  I  suppose,  that  he  had  little  to 
say  in  support  of  the  petition  ;  and  he  had 
the  good  sense  to  say  very  little. 

"  My  LordS)  under  all  these  circumstan- 
ces,— considering  the  bill  as  in  substance  a 
public  bill— considering  the  want  of  oppo- 
sition as  a  tacit  consent,  if  consent  were 
wanted,  of  aU  persons  affected  by  it-*con- 
sidering  the  JUnportance  of  the  object, — I 
cannot  agree  to  the  amendment  moved  by 
the  noble  duke ;  and  I  shall  certainly  say 
•*  content*'  upon  the  question  that  the  word 
^*  now'*  stand  part  of  this  motion." 


ON  THE  PETITION  FROM  THE  ROMAN 
CATHOLICS  OF  IRELAND ; 


May  13,  1805. 


On  the  10th  of  May  1805,  Lord  GiiEii^ 
viLLE  moved  that  a  petition  from  his  M^ 
jesty's  Roman  Catholic  subjects  of  Ireland, 
praying  to  be  released  from  certain  civii 
penalties  and  disabilities  in  force  against 
them,  be  taken  into  consideration :  Where- 
upon an  animated  debate  arose ;  which  hist- 
ing  to  SL  late  hour,  was  resumed  on  the 
13th  of  the  same  month  ;  when  the  Bishop 
of  St  Asaph  rose  and  said 
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^  MY  LORDS, 


"  In  delivering  my  sentiments 
upon  this  subject,  I  hope  I  shall  be  able 
to  maintain  that  temper  of  cool  discussion 
which  a  question  affecting  so  numerous  and 
so  respectable  a  description  of  his  Majesty's 
subjects — a  question  so  important  and  mo- 
mentous in  its  bearings  and  consequences 
—demands. 

"  My  Lords,  if  I  should  feel  it  to  be  my 
duty  to  resist  the  prayer  of  this  petition, 
my  vote  will  not  be  founded  upon  any  un- 
charitable sentiments  entertained  by  me, 
of  that  branch  of  the  Christian  family  which 
holds  communion  with  the  church  of  Rome« 
My  Lords,  I  shall  easily  find  credit  with 
your  Lordships  for  this  assertion ;  I  shall 
easily  find  credit  for  it  with  the  country  j 
I  shall  easily  find  credit  for  it  with  the  Ro- 
man Catholics  themselves :  For  of  every 
measure  that  has  been  brought  forward. 
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during  the  time  that  I  have  had  a  seat  in 
this  House,  for  the  relief  of  the  Roman 
Catholics  from  the  old  penal  laws,  it  is  weU 
known  I  have  been  a  strenuous  support* 
er ; — some  measures  of  a  contrary  ten- 
dency I  have  strenuously  and  successfully 
resisted. 

"  My  Lords,  I  do  not  hold  that  there  is 
any  thing  in  the  Roman  Catholic  religion 
at  variance  with  the  principles  of  loyally: 
I  impute  not  actual  disloyalty,  far  from  it, 
to  the  Roman  Catholics  of  this  kingdom  at 
the  present  day.  I  do  not  believe  that  attjf 
Roman  Catholic  of  this  country,  at  the 
present  day,  thinks  himself  at  liberty  not 
to  keep  faith  with  heretics — not  bound  by 
his  oaths  to  a  Protestant  government,  ot 
that  the  Pope  can  release  him  from  the  ob- 
ligation of  his  oath  of  allegiance  to  Us 
sovereign.  The  questions  upon  these  points 
which  were  some  years  since  proposed  to 
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foreign  universities^  and  to  the  faculties  of 
divinity  abroad^  and  the  answers  that  were 
returned,  which  a  noble  earl  *  this  evening 
read  in  his  place,  were  no  news  to  me :  I 
had  a  perfect  knowledge  of  the  questions 
proposed  and  the  answers  returned;  in 
which  these  abominable  principles  were 
most  explicitly  and  unanimously  reproba- 
ted by  the  learned  bodies  to  which  the 
questions  were  propounded ;  and  I  am  per- 
jsuaded,  that  the  Roman  Catholics  of  this 
country  are  sincere  in  their  disavowal  and 
abjuration  of  those  pernicious  maxims.  I 
hold,  that  the  Roman  Catholics  of  this 
country  are  dutiful  and  loyal  subjects  of 
his  M^esty ;  and  I  think  them  as  well  en- 
titled to  every  thing  that  can  be  properly 
called  toleration,  and  to  every  indulgence 
which  can  be  extended  to  them  with  safety 
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to  theprinciples  of  our  constitution,  as  many 
of  those  who  do  us  the  honour  to  call  them- 
selves  our  Protestant  brethren ;  the  Roman 
Catholics  indeed  difiering  less  from  us  in 
essential  points  of  doctrine,  and  in  church 
discipline,  than  many  of  them.  But,  my 
Lords,  my  mind  is  so  unfashionably  con- 
structed, that  it  cannot  quit  hold  of  the 
distinction  between  toleration  and  admis* 
sion  to  political  power  and  authority  in  the 
state.  The  object  of  toleration,  my  Lords, 
is  conscientious  scruples.  My  Lords,  I 
conceive  that  the  Roman  Catholics  already 
enjoy  a  perfect  toleration  :  The  statutes 
which  exclude  them  from  offices  of  high 
trust  and  authority  in  the  state  are  not 
penal;  such  exclusions  are  not  penalties ; 
and  the  relaxation  of  those  statutes  would 
not  be  toleration ;  it  would  be  an  indul- 
gence of  a  very  different  kind :  And  al- 
though  I  wish  the  Roman  Catholics  should 
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enjoy  toleration  in  its  full  extent,— *that 
they  should  be  subject  to  no  penalties  fox 
any  religious  opinions  which  maybe  pecu- 
liar to  them — ^to  no  restraint  in  the  use  of 
their  own  forms  of  worship  among  them- 
selves, — ^yet  I  could  not  without  anxiety 
and  apprehension  see  a  Roman  Catholic 
upon  that  woolsack  where  my  noble  and 
learned  friend  now  sits,  or  on  the  bench  of 
justice  so  worthily  occupied  by  a  noble  and 
learned  lord  at  my  right  hand.  My  Lords, 
this  petition  goes  this  length :  It  prays, 
that  a  Roman  Catholic  may  be  invested 
with  the  capacity  of  being  any  thing  in  the 
state  but  king.  Now,  my  Lords,  if  there 
would  be  no  danger  to  the  constitution  to 
admit  a  Roman  Catholic  to  be  any  thing 
but  king, — ^if  this  would  be  a  safe  thing  to 
do,  I  confess  it  is  beyond  the  powers  of  my 
mind  to  imagine  upon  what  principle  the 
act  of  settlement  can  be  defended. 
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"  My  Lords,  my  mind  Is  not  yet  brought 
to  that  modem  liberality  of  sentim^it 
which  holds  it  to  be  a  matter  of  indiffe- 
rence to  the  state  of  what  religion  the  per- 
sons may  be  who  fill  its  highest  offices: 
I  hold,  that  there  is  danger  to  the  state^ 
when  persons  are  admitted  to  high  offices 
who  are  not  of  the  religion  of  the  state,  be 
it  what  it  may.  And,  my  Lords,  I  am 
ready  to  argue  this  very  fairly :  I  think 
in  my  conscience,  that  I  myself,  being  a 
Protestant,  should  have  been  a  very  unfit 
person  to  have  held  any  high  office  under 
the  old  French  Government  My  Lords, 
the  noble  Secretary  of  State,  in  the  form^ 
night's  debate,  argued  this  point  of  the  in* 
expediency  of  admitting  persons  differing 
in  religious  persuasion  from  the  state,— he 
argued  it  from  the  practice  of  antiquity; 
and  he  argiied  justly.  It  certainly  was  the 
policy  of  all  the* states  of  antiquity  to  t^ 
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quire  that  persons  in  office  in  the  state 
should  be  of  the  established  religion  of 
the  country.  My  Lords,  I  shall  argue 
from  the  sad  experience  which  modem 
times  aflTord  of  the  mischief  of  giving 
way  to  the  contrary  principle.  My  Lords, 
having  said  that  I  will  argue  from  modem 
times^^I  may  seem  to  be  going  somewhat 
back,  if  I  mention  the  French  Hugonots ; 
but,-  my  Lords,  they  are  an  instance  in 
point.  I  will  say,  that  the  Hugonots  were 
very  bad  subjects  of  Roman  Catholic 
France :  They  became  bad  subjects  in  con- 
sequence of  the  extravagant  indulgences 
which  for  a  long  series  of  years  they  were 
permitted  to  enjoy  :  They  became  at  last 
so  bad,  that  the  French  Government  was 
provoked  to  revoke  those  indulgences ;  and 
the  cruel  persecution  took  place  which 
drove  them  jfrom  their  country.  The  per- 
secution was  cruel,  but  it  was  the  natural 
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effect  of  impolitic  indulgence ;  and  such 
indulgence  may  always  be  expected  to  ter- 
minate in  such  cruelty.  But,  my  Lords,  I 
rely  chiefly  on  the  events  of  much  later 
times — of  our  own  times.  My  Lords,  I 
ask,  what  was  the  real  beginning  and  radi* 
cal  cause  of  that  dreadful  convulsion  which 
at  this  moment  shakes  all  Europe  ?  %SVhnt 
was  the  real  beginning  and  first  cause  of 
the  subversion  of  the  ancient  French  Go- 
vernment, and  of  the  overthrow  of  the  ve- 
nerable Gallican  church  ? — Was  it  not  iSbe 
placing  of  Neckar,  that  Protestant  repub* 
lican,  at  the  head  of  the  counsels  of  monar- 
chical Roman  Catholic  France  ? 

**  Now,  my  Lords,  if  there  be  danger  in 
admitting  a  Protestant  to  any  high  part  in 
a  Roman  Catholic  government,  the  danger 
certainly  must  be  rather  greater  of  admit- 
ting a  Roman  Catholic  to  any  high  part  in 
a  Protestant  government;   and  for  tbif 
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teasoti, — that  the  Roman  Catholic  pledges 
his  obedience,  within  a  certain  limit,  to  a 
foreign  power  j  which  is  not  the  case  of  the 
Protestant  I  say,  my  Lords,  within  a  cer- 
tain limit  J  for  I  am  aware  of  the  distinc- 
tion between  the  spiritual  supremacy  of  the 
Pope,  which  is  all  which  our  Roman  Ca- 
tholics acknowledge,  and  his  authority  in 
civil  matters,  which  they  renounce ;  and  I 
believe  them  to  be  perfectly  sincere  in  that 
renunciation.  But,  my  Lords,  there  is  such 
a  connexion  between  authority  in  spiritual 
matters  and  in  civil,  that  I  apprehend  some 
degree  of  civil  authority  may  indirectly 
arise  out  of  the  spiritual  supremacy ;  inso- 
much that  the  conscientious  Roman  Ca- 
tholic may  sometimes  find  himself  ham- 
pered between  his  acknowledgment  and  his 
renunciation.  It  is  true,  however,  that  the 
Roman  Catholics  of  this  part  of  the  United 
Kingdom  explicitly  renounce  even  that  in* 
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direct  authority  of  the  Pope  in  civil  mat- 
ters: For  the  English  Roman  Catholic 
swears^  that  ^  he  does  not  believe  that  the 
Pope  of  Rome,  or  any  other  foreign  prince, 
prelate,  state,  or  potentate,  hath,  or  on^t 
to  have,  any  temporal  or  civil  jurisdictiiMi, 
power,  superiority,  or  preeminence,  direct- 
ly or  indirectly,  within  this  realm."  I  veijr 
well  remember,  my  Lords  (and  I  haa/e 
reason  to  remember  it,  for  I  had  a  great 
share  in  that  business),  that  when  the  oadi 
to  be  imposed  upon  the  Roman  CatholicB 
was  under  consideration  in  this  Hou«^ 
there  was  some  hesitation  about  the  word 
^  indirectly.**  Some  of  us  thought,  that  it 
would  be  pressing  too  hard  upon  the  ccm- 
sciehce  of  the  Roman  Catholic  to  make 
him  abjure  that  which  might  seem  to  be 
an  appendage  only  of  what  he  was  permit- 
ted to  acknowledge.  The  word,  however, 
was  after  some  debate  inserted :     It  standi 
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in  the  oath ;  and  the  English  Roman  Ca^ 
tholic  abjures  even  that  indirect  authority 
of  the  Pope  in  temporal  and  civil  matters. 
Still,  I  fear,  the  line  of  demarcation  be- 
tween spiritual  and  temporal  it  may  not 
always  be  easy  to  define ;  and  I  must  ob* 
serve,  that  the  Irish  oath  is  not  drawn  with 
the  same  precision :  The  word  "  indirect- 
ly*' is  omitted;  and  there  is  another  im- 
portant omission ;  the  Irish  Roman  Catho- 
lie  does  not,  so  explicitly  as  the  English, 
bind  himself  to  maintain  the  Protestant 
succession. 

"  My  Lords,  having  mentioned  these 
oaths^  I  must  take  occasion,  in  Justice  to 
the  Roman  Catholic  clergy  of  England,  to 
set  right  a  matter  which  I  think  was  inac- 
curately stated  by  a  noble  and  learned  lord 

t 

in  the  former  night's  debate.  That  noble 
and  learned  lord  seemed  to  think  that  the 
Roman    Catholic   clergy   of  this  country 

2i 
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scrupled  to  make  those  abjurations  whidi 
their  laity  have  made ;  and  he  told  your 
Lordships,  that  when  the  bill  for  the  relief 
of  the  Roman  Catholics  was  brought  into 
Parliament,  the  apostolical  vicars  put  forth 
an  encyclical  letter  forbidding  the  people 
of  their  communion  to  take  the  oath  pre- 
pared for  them.  Now,  my  Lords,  it  is 
very  true  that  the  apostolical  vicars  forbade 
the  taking  of  that  oath  which  stood  in  the 
bill  originally  brought  into  the  House  of 
Commons  and  which  actually  passed  that 
House :  But  their  objection  to  the  oath 
was  not,  that  they  were  unwilling  that  their 
people  should  swear  to  the  maintenance  of 
the  Protestant  succession,  or  to  the  renun- 
ciation of  the  Pope's  indirect  as  well  as  di- 
rect authority  in  temporals ;  but  the  oath, 
as  it  was  framed  in  the  Lower  House,  con- 
tained some  theological  dogmata,  whidi 
they  deemed,  and  in  my  judgment  rightlf 
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deemed)  impious  and  heretical.  The  dog- 
mata to  which  I  allude  amounted  to  an 
abjuration  of  the  legitimate  authority  of 
the  priesthood  in  tlie  administration  of 
what  we  churchmen  call  the  power  of  the 
keys ;  abjurations^  my  Lords,  which  I,  a 
Protestant  bishop,  would  not  make ;  and  I 
should  impute  great  blame  to  any  priest 
of  mine  who  should  condescend  to  make 
them.  It  was  on  account  of  these  abjura* 
tions  that  the  apostolical  vicars  reprobated 
the  oath  as  it  stood  in  the  first  bill ;  and 
when  the  oath  was  amended  in  that  part, 
as  it  was  in  this  House,  the  vicars  aposto- 
lic made  no  farther  objection.  On  the  con* 
trary,  when  the  bill  had  passed,  they  ex- 
horted their  people,  clergy  as  well  as  laity, 
to  take  the  oath  as  it  now  stands ;  and  they 
have,  I  believe,  themselves  taken  it. 

^^  My  Lords,  at  the  beginning  of  this  de- 
bate, although  I  never  thought  of  consent- 


500 

ing  to  the  prayer  of  the  petition  in  the  e%r- 
tent  to  which  it  goes^  yet,  I  confess,  the^ 
inclination  of  my  mind  was  not  to  oppose 
the  motion  of  going  into  a  committee.  I 
thought  it  might  best  become  the  gravity 
of  your  LfOrdships'  proceedings,  to  consir 
der  the  subject  in  detail — ^to  examine  the 
petition  article  by  article ;  for,  my  Lords^ 
I  hold  not  with  those  who  think,  that  be- 
cause the  whole  or  any  thing  like  the 
whole  cannot  be  granted,  nothing  might 
be  conceded :  And  it  was  not  till  the  de- 
bate had  made  a  considerable  progress  that 
my  mind  was  changed.  But  I  must  de- 
clare, that  it  is  now  completely  changed,  bj 
the  representation  that  has  been  made  to 
us,  by  very  high  aythority,  of  the  actual 
state  of  the  Roman  Catholic  hierarchy  in 
Ireland.  My  Lords,  I  have  long  under- 
stood, that  the  Roman  Catholic  clergy  in 
Ireland  were  upoi)  a  different  footing  from 
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-their  brethren  here.  Here,  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic clergy  appear  in  the  unassuming  cha- 
racter of  mere  missionaries :  There  are  no 
diocesan  bishops,  no  parish  priests :  En^ 
land  is  divided  into  four  districts,  which 
are  superintended  in. spirituals  by  four  bi- 
shops in  partibus^ — a  Bishop  of  Centurise,  a 
Bishop  of  Acanthos,  &c. ;  who  take  the  title 
of  vicars  apostolic,  and  exercise  their  spi- 
ritual authority  with  great  modesty  and  de- 
corum, and  in  a  manner  perfectly  inoffen- 
sive to  the  established  church  and  to  the 
state.  I  knew  that  in  Ireland,  each  pro- 
vince has  its  titular  archbishop,  each  dio- 
cese its  titular  bishop,  and  each  parish  its 
titular  priest ;  but  I  had  no  conception,  till 

a  noble  and  learned  lord  informed  us  of  it, 

* 

that  these  titular  prelates  and  priests  claim 
to  be  the  rightful  possessors  of  the  respec- 
tive, sees  and  parishes,  and  treat  the  pre- 
lates and  priests  of  the  established  church 
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as  usurpers  and  intruders.  I  had  no  boo- 
ception  that  the  titular  Archbishop  of  Ai^ 
magh  would  publicly  take  to  himsdf  the 
style  of  Annachens,  and  designate  the  Lord 
Primate  by  the  simple  appellation  of  Dr 
Stuart.  The  withholding  from  the  Lord 
Primate  the  title  which  belongs  to  him,  in 
itself  is  no  great  matter ;  but  the  claim  to 
jurisdiction,  in  exclusion  of  the  established 
prelacy  and  priesthood,  is  another  thing. 
A  noble  duke  on  the  opposite  bench  has 
said,  in  exculpation  of  them,  that  these  Bo^ 
man  Catholic  prelates  are  really  bishqiSr 
Most  undoubtedly,  my  Lords,  they  are  bi- 
.shops  as  truly  as  any  here ;  They  are  of 
the  episcopal  order ;  and  men,  I  dare  say, 

V 

in  their  Jndividual  character,  highly  worthy 
.<^  that  preeminence  in  the  church.  Bat, 
my  Lords^  I  am  sure  the  noble  duke  knows 
enough  of  our  ecclesiastical  matters,  to  be 
apprized  of  the  distinction  between  the 
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•*  power  of  order"  and  the  "  power  of  ju- 
risdiction." The  "  power  of  order"  these 
Koman  Catholic  prelates  possess ;  but  the 
^  power  of  jurisdiction"  does  not  of  neces^ 
sity  attadi  upon  the  "  power  of  order."  A 
man  may  be  a  bishop,  and  yet :  it  follows 
not .  of  necessity  that  he  is  bishop  of  a 
diocese^  The  two  powers,  that  of  order 
and  that  of  jurisdiction,  are  quite  distinct, 
and  of  distinct  origin :  The  power  of  or^^ 
der  is  properly  a  capacity  of  exfircising  the 
power  of  jurisdiction  conferred  by  a  com- 
petent authority ;  and  this  power  of  order 
18  conveyed  through  the  hierarchy  itself, 
and  no  other  authority  but  that  o{  the 
hi^archy  can  give  it.  The  only  compe- 
tent authority,  to  give  the  power  of  epLsk 
copal  jurisdiction  in  this  kingdom,  .is  the 
Crown.  It  is  true,  that  in  this  part  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  that  power  may  Beem  in 
•ome  d^ree  to  flow  6om  the  hierarchy ; 
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because  we  have  the  form  of  an  election  of 
a  person  to  be  bishop  of  a  vacant  aee^  hy 
the  clergy  of  the  cathedral :  But  this  is  a 
iperefomi }  the  Chapter  cannot  proceed  to 
elect  without  the  ; King's  licence:  The 
Kingts  licence  to  elect  is  always  accompa- 
nied with  his  Majesty's  letter  miasive,  re- 
commending a.  fit  person  to  their  dioice; 
and  it  always  so  falls  out,  that  the  Chi^rtn 
agreb  with  tjhe  King,  in  their  opinion  of  the 
fitness  of  the  person.  In  substaijioey^  there- 
fore, the  collation  of  the  diocesaiii  ijuiisdie* 
tion  is  from  the  Crown.  In  Ireland,  the 
collation-  of  the  power  of  jurisdiction  is, 
both  in  form  and  in:  substance,  from  the 
Crown  solely ;  for  the  prelates  of  that  part 
of  the  kingdom  are  appointed  to  their  re- 
spective sees  without  any  conge  d^elircj  or 
any  form  of  an  election  hy  letters .  patent 
under  tbs  great  seal.  In  neither  part 
therefore  of  this  kingdom  can  there  be  any 
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legitimate  power  of  jurisdiction  but  what  is 
conferred  bj  the  Grown ;  and  the  claim  of 
such  a  power  independent  of  the  Crown  is 
a  most  outr^eous  violation  of  the  very  first 
principles:  of  oiti:  ancient  constitution.  > 

^^'But,  tnf  Lords^  unwarrantable  as  this 

daimx^  the  Roman /Catholic  prelates  in 

.  Ireland  appears  tot^be^  I  am  still  more  a^ 

larmed  by  llie  nianner  in  whibh/  as  we  have 

ft 

been  infiirmed  >by  the  noble 'aiid  learned 
lord,^  they  exercise  their  spiritmal  autfaoj* 
rity.  My  Lords^  when  the  noble  and  learm- 
ed  lord  entered  upon  this  topic  with  at^ 
mark  that  we  here  in  England  have  no 
idea  what  ^Looknmunication  is  in  Ireland 
-Hthat  it  is  xeally  a  dreadful  thing ;  and 
seemed  tomi^  tkisthe  ground  of  some 
chaise  he  had  to  bring  against  the  Roman 
Catholic  dergy  of  Ireland,— rmy  mind,  I 
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confess,  was  all  puzade  and  amossement :  I 
could  not  imagine  what  this  might  be ;  and 
surmises  arose  of  the  very  contrary  of  that 
which  I  now  understand  to  be  the  case 
Excommunication  in  Irdrind  a  dreadM 
thing  ? — Why,  I  said  to  myself,  to  a  Chris^ 
tian^  to  one  who  really  believes,  bow  shoaU 
^^communication,  in  the  true  nieainiBgaf 
the  word,  in  Ireland  or  ttiaywhtte  else,  Mt 
be  a  dreadful  thing  ?  Exoommunkation^  id 
the.true meaning  of  the  wcMrd,  m^e  sq» 
raticm  of  a  Christian,  leading  a;  diaordarj^ 
life  disgracing  his  profession,  :  from  die 
Christian  congregation~-€i  banishment  «f 
him  from  the  church :  And  this  deparakioa 
every  Christian  must  consider  «s  a  state  ef 
great  danger  and  peril;  cfer,  as  the.fHro* 
mises  of  the  gospel  :ai^  ^aU.made  to  ths 
church  in  its  ^rporate  •  eap^ctty,  jmd  exr 
tend  to  the  individual  only  as  a^membaof 
that  elect  society  (none  but  feni^ics  hdld 
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the  contrary),  to  be  severed  from  that  so- 
ciety is  to  be  excluded  from  all  share  in 
the  blessings  and  promises  of  Christian!  ty. 
This  is  excommunication;  and  this  iscer* 
tainly  a  dreadful  thing.  Excommunication, 
as  it  is  practised  here  in  England,  I  know 
very  well,^in  itself  is  no  dreadful  thing ;  it 
carries  no  terror  with,  it  but  in  its  "MeuijEU^ 
consequences :  But  this  is  because^ what  we 
call  excommunication  is  not  really  what 
the  word  -means  j  and  I  have  aiways  con- 
flidered  the  manoer  in  which  it  is  used  a^ 
mong  us  as  little  better  than  a*  profanation 
of  a  most  sacred  rite  of  discipline;  Jt  is 
used  with  us  merely  as  an  engine  to  $up^ 
port  the  authority  of  the  ecclesiastical 
courts^;  If  a  inan  disobeys  a  citatiob,  imd 
persists  in  his  neglect  of  it,  excommunica^ 
tion  is  denounced,  though  the  object  of  the 
dtatioD  should  lie  in  some  of  these  i^cular 
matters  which  by  our  laws  are  submitted 
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to  the  cogmzance  of  these  courtu^  Thd 
sentence  is  pronounced  by  a  lajinap,  witiy 
out  any  thing  striking  in  the  nuuiBer  of  it  j 
and,  if  the  offender  still  persists,  <at  the  ex- 
piration of  certain  days,  comes  indeed  a 
dreadful  thing ;  he  is  committed  tp  prison, 
by  virtue  of  the  writ  de  excamnmmfioto  ca- 
piendo— a  writ  issuing  from  a  secular  court ; 
and  there  he  must  remain,  tiUi,  in  the  lan-^ 
guage  of  Doctors  Commons,  ha-has  made 
^^  his  peace  with  the  church^'*  ^f,  e;  till  he 
has  made  his  submission  to  the  court.  Xhe 
person  on  whom  the  sentence  falls  all  the 
whUe  finds  not  the  burden  of  any  thi^ 
properly  to  be  called  a  sin  upon  bis  con* 
fK^ience :  He  is  not  aware  that  he  has  of- 
fended the  church ;  for  his  imagjuEiation 
cannot  identify  the  ecclesiastical  couct^  in 
which  a  layman  dits  as  judge,  taking  cog- 
nizance perhaps  of  matters  of  :a  secular 
nature,  with  the  church  ; .  and  he  perceives 
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not  that  religion  has  any  thing  to  do  in 
the  buflineas.  Such  excommunication  has 
certainly  nothing  dreadful  in  itself^  but  in 
the  imprisonment  only  which  follows. 
Such  was  not  the  primitive  excommunicap- 
tion.  Hie  objects  of  that  dreadful  sen- 
tentre  were  none  but  notorious  sinners,*— 
fornicators,  usurers,  idolaters,  railers,dMnkE^ 
ards,  extortionenit^  It  was  pronounced 
with  awfiil  solemnity,  in  the  full  assembfy 
of  the  church,  by  the  bishop  himself,  or 
some  person  specially  delegated  by  himt: 
It  produced  the  greatest  consternation  ]|i 
the  conscience  of  the  sinner ;  and  generally 
brought  him  to  a  sense  of  his  guilt,  and 
produced  a  reformation,  which  nothing 
shoit  of  this  severity  could  have  exacted. 
When  the  noble  and  learned  lord  said  that 
excommunication  in  Ireland  was  a  dreadfiil 
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things  the  surmise  that  naturallj  rose  in 
my  mind  was,  that  the  excommimicadoDfl 
of  the  Irish  prelates  were  something  more 
iiesembling  the  primitive  exoommmiica- 
tions  than  that  is  which  our  eoorts  call 
excommunication ;  and  I  wondeiied  how 
this  was  to  be  turned  to  the.  reproadi 
of  the  Roman  Catholic  bishops.  But 
when  the  noble  and  learned  lord  went 
on,  he  soon  made  me  understaikd^  that 
their  excommunication  is  no  less  «  piofap* 
nation,  though  in  a  difierent  way,  but  «o 
less,  if  not  more  a  profanation  of  the  rite, 
than  our  practice.  It  is  indeed  b  dreadful 
thing;  but  not  dreadful  simply  by  the 
alarm  of  the  excommunicated  person's  con* 
science,  but  by  the  worldly  distreiis  itillings 
upon  him :  It  is  not  simj^y  a  s^mration 
from  the  body  of  the  faithful,  but  it  is,  to 
all  intents  and  purposes,  an  interdiction  ab 
aqua  et  igne.     No  Roman  Catholic  dares 
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to  administer  a  crust  of  dry  bread  or  a  cup 
of  cold  water  to  the  person  under  this  in* 
terdiction ;  and  the  offence  which  draws 
down  this  horrible  sentence  is  any  friendly 
intercourse  which  a  Roman  Catholic  may 
be  found  to  hold  with  Protestants.  My 
Lords,  this  is  an  abominable  abuse  of  the 
power  which  Christ  has  placed  in  the  hands 
of  the  governors  of  his  church,*— not  tode^ 
stroy  the* worldly  comforts  of  men,  but  for 
the  salvation  of  their  souls.  No  precedent 
is  tp  be  found  for  such  tyranny  in  the  con^ 
duct  of  the  apostles*  The  first  instance  of  an 
excommunication  upon  record  took  place, 
in  a  very  early  period,  in  the  church  of  Co* 
rinth:  A  member  of  that  church  was 
leadiqig  a  most  flagitious  life ;  and  the  pro- 
cess of  the  excommunication  was  this* 
The  apostle  St  Paul,  not  being  able  to  at* 
tend  in  person,  issues  his  peremptory  man- 
date to  the  church  of  Corinth  to  assemble, 
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and,  in  full  oongr^ation,  ^  in  the  name  of 
our  Lord  Jesus  Christ,  and  with  the  power 
of  our  Lord  Jesiis  Christ,  to  deHoer  the  of- 
fender unto  Satan j^-^'^AkLsX  is,  to  expel  him 
fix>m  the  church ;  hy  which  he  would  be  de- 
prived of  those  assistances  which  thedmrdi 
affords  to  resist  Satan, — ^^for  the  defltructiMi 
of  the  flesh/* — not  that  the  man  was  to  be 
starved*— ^iyen  from  civil  society,  and  re* 
duced  to  perish  with  cold  and  hui^^  and 
thirst;  but  for  the  mortification  d-  the 
carnal  appetites;  for  the  flesh  here  evi- 
dently signifies  the  appetites  ^of  the  flesh : 
And  this  flesh  was  to  be  thua  destroyed 
to  this  intent  and  purpose^  ^  that  the  spirit 
might  be  saved  in  the  day  sf  the  Lord 
Jesus:"  And  the  spirit  in  that  day 4will be 
saved;  for  the  man  was  brought  to  re- 
pentance; and  upon  his  repentance,  the 
apostle  writes  to  the  church  again,  to  re- 
ceive the  penitent  again  into  their  commu- 
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nion,  and  to  "  confirm  their  love  to  him." 
And  it  appears  that  offenders  under  this 
dreadful  sentence  were  still  treated  with 
great  charity  and  commiseration ;  for  thiiis 
the  same  apostle  writes  to  the  church  of 
Thessalonica :  **^We  command  you,  bre- 
thren, in  the  name  of  our  Lord  Jesus  Christ, 
that  ye  withdraw  yourselves  from  every 
brother  that  walketh  disorderly ;  and  if  any 
man  obey  not  our  yrord  by  this  epistle, 
note  that  man,  and  have  no  company  with 
him,  that  be  may  be  ashamed :  Yet  count 
him  not  as  an  enemy^  but  admonish  him  as 
a  brother.''^  Very  different  this  from  the 
despotism  which  we  are  told  is  exercised 
by  the  titul„  bishop,  in  hdacd  over  per- 
sons  of  their  own  communion. 

*^  My  Lords,  in  this  state  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  hierarchy  in  Ireland,  it  would  h& 
in  vain  to  go  into  a  committee  to  take  this 
petition  into  consideration ;  for  ceitainly 

2i? 
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« 

nothing^  of  politioal.  power  and 

can  be  conceded  to. the  Roman^  Catholics 

> 

in  Ireland  beyond  what  they  already  en- 
joy, unless  their  hierarchy  can  be  reduced 
to  a  less  offensive  form,  and  checked  in 
the  monstrous  abuse  of  Jbeir  spiritual  au- 
thority. I  should  hope  that  nmther  of 
these  things  is  impractic^Iey — ^that  both 
may  be  effected^  by  the  influence  of  per- 
sons of  rank  of  that  persuasion  with  their 
pastors,  concurring  with  Govji^nuaAent  in 
mild  measures  for  the  attcumnent  of  these 
^ds.  But  if  these  ends  cannot  be  attain* 
ed  by  the  concurrence  of  the  Roman  Ca^ 
tholics  themselves  with  Government,  I  con* 
fess  we  seem  to  be  reduced  to  this  dilem* 
ma, — either  this  hierarchy  must  be.  crush* 
ed  by  the  strong  arm  of  power  (God  for- 
bid the  dreadful  neoessity  should  arise),  or 
the  Roman  Catholic  church  must  be  the 
established  church  of  Ireland^     My  Lords, 
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if  the  thing  were  res  mtegrdir-if  we  had 
now.  to  form  ^  constitutioti  for  Ireland  ^a$ 
initioj — I  have  no  hesitation  in  jSayjii^th^ 
it  might  h^  matter  of  grave  'deliberation 
which  of  the  two  measures  should.. ^b^ 
adopted.  But  t^s  is  not  the  case^  ThQ 
Irish  constitution  is  settled — settle  JipPg 
since»  upon  the  basis  of  Protestantism; ; 
and  that  constitution  so  settled ,  has  been 
recently  confirmed  by  the  ptu^a  converda 
of  the  Union*  When  I  speaks  however,  of 
crushing  the  Roman  Catholic  hierarchy  in 
Ireland,  I  mean  not  that  the  RomaQ  C^ 
tholics  of  that  country  should  be  deprived 
of  the  superintendence  of  bishops ;  but 
their  bishops  should  not  be  allowed  to  as- 
sume diocesan  jurisdiction  in  exclusion  of 
our  own  pr«acy,  or  even  coordinate  with 
it ;  nor  should  tliey  be  suffered  to  domineer 
in  the  manner  we  are  told  they  do. 
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^^  My  Ixnrds,  if  these  difficulties  stood 
not  in  the  way,  I  should  be  ready  to  go  in- 
to a  committee.  Still  I  should  expose  the 
prayer  of  the  petition,  in  th«^  extent  to 
which  it  goes ;  for  this  among  other  rea- 
sons,— that  I  think  a  qynpliance  with  it 
would  be  the  worst  thing  that  could  befall 
the  Roman  Cathc^ics  as  well  as  ourselves : 
The  immediate  ^ect  of  it,  I  think,  would 
be,  to  revive  that  detestable  rancour  be* 
tween  Protestants  and  Roman  Gatholics 
which  has  for  so  many  years^been  the  dis- 
grace of  the  Western  churdi,  but  is  dying 
away  if  we  only  let  alone  what  is  well/' 


■  »■■ 


•  t 


ON  tHE  SLAVE-TRADE ; 


JuNx  24,  1806* 


7h£  House  of  Commons  having  resolved, 

on  the  18th  of  June  1806,  on  the  aboli'^ 

« 

tion  of  the  slave-trade, — afl^r  the  division 
on  the  .original  question,  a  motion  was 
made  and  carried  by  Mr  Fox,  that  a  con- 
ference should  be  desired  with  the  Lords, 
on  a  subject  particularly  connected  with 
the  honour  and  humanity  of  the  nation ; 
and  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer (Lord  Henry  Petty)  should  be  or- 
dered to  at&nd  their  Lordships  for  that 
purpose.  After  the  conference,  Lord  Gren- 
viLLE  moved  in  the  House  of  Lords,  on 
the  24th  of  the  same  month,  the  order  of 
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the  day  for  taking  into  consideration  the 
resolution  which  had  been  sent  up  from  the 
Commons ;  and  cotiduded  with  moving 
that  their  Lordships  should  concur  in  the 
said  resolution.  This  was  opposed  by 
Lord  Hawkesbuky  ;  wh<^  jjaoved  the  pre- 
vious question.  Upon  this  a  debate  arose ; 
in  which  the  Bishop  of  St  Asaph  support- 
ed the  original  motion. 


•*  MY  ]:x>Rns^ 

^'  Conaistentl J  with  the  senti- 
inents  which  for  years  I  have,  been  avow- 
ing in  this  House,  i  cannot  but  declare  my 
entire  approbation  of  the  motion  c^  the 
noble^  lord,  to  agree  in  the  resolutions  of 
the  House  of  G)mmons,  communicated  to 
us  in   a  late  conference^  respecting    the 
slave-trade.     And,  my  Lords,  this  appro- 
bation I  for  my  part  shall  lie  ready  to  de- 
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clare  in  any  month  of  the  year^  any  day 
of  the  months  and  any  hour  of  the  day.* 

^  My  Lords,  in  the  discussion  of  this 
subject,  I  could  wish  that  the  two  questions 
of  slavery  and  the  slave*trade  had  been 
kept  as  distinct  as  they  are  in  their  own 
nature,  and  as  they  were  represented  to  be 
by  the  noble  lord  who  brought  this  busi* 
ness  forward.  But  in  the  arguments  of  the 
two  noble  lords  who  have  spoken  on  the 
other  side,  they  have  been  perpetually  con- 
founded :  Nay,  indeed,  one  of  those  noble 
lords,  the  noble  earl  opposite  to  me  in  the 
blue  riband,  has  gone  so  far  as  to  say,  that 
the  two  things,  slavery  and  the  slave-^trade, 
are  one  and  the  same ;  at  least,  that  they 
are  so  &r  the  same,  that  we  who  contend 
for  the  total  abolition  of  the  slave-trade 
ought  upon  our  oxim  principleSy  the  noble 


*  The  Earl  of  WfeSTMORELAND  objected  to  the  agitation 
of  the  qoestioii  at^it  late  period  of  the  lessioii. 
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earl  has  been  pleased  to  say,  to  propose 
the  immediate  emancipation  of  the  slaves 
already  on  the  islandsi  My  Lords,  I  can 
easily  suppose  that  the  noble  earl  imagines 
that  he  understands  upon  what  principles 
my  opinion  is  founded  better  than  I  my- 
self understand :  I  dare  say  he  thinks  so. 
But,  my  Lords,  I  can  perceive  no  connex- 
ion, and  there  is  no  connexion,  between 
the  emancipation  of  the  persons  actually  in 
slavery  and  the  abolition  of  the  slave-trade. 
I  might  think,  as  I  do  think,  the  j^tnediate 
emancipation  of  the  slaves  a  measure  to  be 
strenuously  resisted,  and  yet  not  think 
myself,  for  that  reason,  obliged  to  vote 
that  the  means  which  are  used  by  us  to 
keep  up  the  supply  of  slaves  are  fit  to  be 
piit  in  practice.  However,  my  Lords,  I 
agree,  that  in  discussing  the  merits  of  the 
slave-trade,  it  is,  fit  previously  tp  take  a 
view  of  slavety  itself:     AnBj  iny  Lofds,  I 
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agree  with  the  noble  lord  near  me,  the  mo-" 
ver  of  the  question,  that  slavery  is  itself 
an  evil  of  the  very  first  magnitude — a  ca- 
lamity to  those  on  whom  it  falls— a  cala- 
mity the  heaviest,  the  most  dreadful,  of  all 
which  are  incident  to  mortal  man.  My 
Lords,  the  evil  of  the  thing  is  this, — that 
it  is  a  degradation  of  man  from  the  condi* 
tion  of  man.  The  moment  that  any  one 
becomes  a  slave,  he  is  in  the  state  and  con-^ 
dition  of  man  no  longer :  He  is  no  longer 
master  of  his  own  body  or  his  own  mind ; 
he  has  no  longer  any  property  in  him- 
self,  or  in  the  exertions  of  his  own  in* 
dustry.  And,  my  Lords,  this  is  an  answer 
to  all  those  arguments  in  favour  of  the  slave-* 
trade  which  are  drawn  from  the  humane 
treatment  the  negroes  meet  with  in  the 
West  Indies  from  the  planters*  My  Lords, 
I  do  not  call  in  question  the  humanity  of 
the  planters :     I  doubt  not  that  their  hu- 
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all  the  consolations  the  condition  is  capa- 
ble of  receiving.  But  what  can  the  utmost 
humanity  of  the  master  do  for  the  slave  ? 
H-He  may  feed  him  well^  clothe  him  well, 
work  him  moderately ;  but,  my  Lords,  no* 
thing  that  the  master  can  do  for  his  slave, 
short  of  manumission,  can  reinstate  him  in 
the  condition  of  man,  from  which  man 
ought  not  to  be  detruded.  My  Loicds, 
with  concern  and  indignation  I  have  often 
heard  it  argued  in  this  House,  tbat  under 
the  kind  treatment  of  the  planters,  the  ne- 
groes in  the  West  Indies  live  as  comfiuta- 
bly  as  our  own  peasantry.  My  Lords,  with 
respect  to  mere  animal  enjoyment^it  may 
be  true ;  but  mere  animal  enjoyment  is  not 
the  great  consolation  of  man's  existence. 
Our  British  peasant.  Sttstjuning  binudf  uid 
his  j&mily  upon  his  homely  meal  of  coarse 
barley  bread  and  skimmed  milk,  and  i^retch* 
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ing  his  weary  limbs  at  night' upon  his  p^^ 
let  bed,  is  independent-^-rthe  master  of 
himself,  and  the  father  of  his  own  family  3 
The  bread  he  eats,  and  distributes  to  his 
children,  is  }iis  own  ;  ^  He  sleeps  upon 
own  bed :  All  the  fatigue  he  endures  is  ' 
for  himself;  he  toils  for  himself  and  his 
own  family — not  for  a  master :  His  com-^ 
forts  depend  not  upon  the  precarious 
kindness  of  a  master  :  He  is  a  man-i 
he  holds  the  rank  and  dignity  of  man  iii 
civil  society.  But  the  negro  slave  in  the 
West  Indies ! — my  Lords,  you  may  pamper 
him  every  day  with  the  choicest  viands,—^ 
you  may  lay  him  to  repose  at  night  on  one 
of  your  **  beds  of  roses,"  * — ^but  with  all  this. 


*  Ilies^  words  allude  to  what  had  passed  in  debate  a  few 
nights  before  in  the  Lower  House.  One  of  the  members  of 
Ae  new  Mmiitry  oonplained  of  the  disordered  state  in  which 
Iheir  predecessors,  upon  their  retirement  from  office,  had 
led  the  affiiirs  of  Government.  In  reply,  it  was  said,  that 
"         «9  fiff  fron  this  bebg  the  case,  the  very  reverse  was  the 
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he  is  not  in  the  condition  of  man ;  he  u 

m 

nothing  better,  than  a  well-kept  horae« 

^^My  Lords,  this  is  my  notion  of  alave^ 
ry.  But  whether  this  evil  ought  to.be  abo- 
lished by  legislative  measure^,  is  not  the 
question  before  us :  The  question  before 
us  is^  Whether  the  means  which  we  em- 
ploy to  reduce  every  year  thousands  and 
myriads  of  the  human  race  with  whom  we 
have  no  ground  of  quarrel  to  this  deplora^ 
ble  state,  few  of  whom  would  otherwise 
ever  have  been  reduced  to  it,  are  such  as 
ought  to  be  employed  by  a  great  nation 
like  this,  pretending  to  conduct  itself  by 
the  eternal  laws  of  justice,  and  professing 
the  Christian  religion.  .>, 


truth ;  that  the  business  of  the  public  offices  had  never  been 
left  by  any  administration  in  a  more  regular  tratethan  by 
the  last ;  that  the  new  Cabioet  would  find^evarjr  Ihiiig  ready 
prepared  to  theu*  hands ;  and  would  have  nothbg'  to  do  but 
pocket  the  emoluments  of  officei  and  "  repose  on  beds  of 
roses."  •  .  ,  -. 
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.  ^  My  Lords,  with  respect  to  the  huma- 
nity and  the  justice  of  the  slave-trade^^ — ^that 
it  is  inhumane,  that  it  is  unjust,  is  a  matter 
so  manifest  to  my  mind,  that  I  declare  I 
know  not  how  to  argue  it :  The  proposition 
is  so  very  clear,  that  I  know  not  where  to 
find  media  of  proof  to  make  the  truth  of  it 
more  evident 

"  My  LfOrds,  what  is  humanity  ? — Is  it 
not  a  desire  to  promote  the  happiness  of  all 
of  the  human  species  with  whom  we  come 
in  contact  ?  Is  our  slave-trade  consistent 
with  this  humanity  ? 

"  What  is  justice,  my  Lords  ? — Is  it  not 
to  do  to  others  as  we  wish  they  should  do 
to  us  ?*— to  do  as  we  would  be  done  by  ? 
Is  the  slave-trade  consistent  with  this  jus- 
tice? .      y 

1*- 
^^  My  Lords,  if  the  slave-trade  be  inhu'* 

mane  and  unjust,  I  need  not  at  present  ar«« 

gue  its  impolicy.    The  noble  lord  opposite 


has  admitted,  that  if  it  can  onoe  be  proved 
to  be  inhumane  and  unjust,  it  must  be  im- 
politia  My  Lards,.  I  rqjoicediii  the  ad- 
Inission :  I  knew  the  noble  lord  was  sin- 
cere in  what  he  said ;  he  gpoike  the  gene- 
rous sentiments  of  his  heart:  And  I  re* 
joice  to  find^  that  he  thinks,  as  I  do,  that  in 
public  measures  as  well  as  in  private  life, 
honesty  is  the  best  policy,  and  that  notfaong 
can  be  politic  which  is  inhumane  or  unjust 
The  slave-trade  is  inhumane,  is  anjost; 
therefore  it  is  impolitic  Upon  the  point 
of  policy,  therefore,  I  shall  say,  no  more  at 
present 

^^  I  pass  now  to  another  topic,r— the  reli* 
gion  of  the  question.  I  thoughti^  indeed, 
a  reverend  prelate  near  me  had  left  me  lit* 
tie  to  say  on  the  scriptural  part  of  the  sub- 
jept :  And  little,  indeed,  I  should  Jbave  had 
to  say, — ^nothing,  but  to  declare  n^  entire 
concurrence  in  the  sentiments  oif  ^dwtireve« 
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rend  prelate, — ^had  not  his  argument  been 

answered  in  so  masterly  a  manner  by  the 

< 

noble  eaii  in  the  blue  riband,  learned  in 
the  Hebrew  law ! 

"  My  reverend  brother  told  your  Lord- 
ships, that  pwpetual  slavery  was  not  per^ 
mitted  by  the  Jewish  law ; — that  a  native 
Jew  could  be  held  in  slavery  for  seven  years 
only  at  the  longest;  for  he  had  a  right  to 
his  ireedom  upon  the  first  return  of  the 
sabbatical  year ;— and  that  a  foreign  slave, 
purchased  in  the  market,  or  captivated  in 
war,  oould  be  held  in  slavery  for  fifty  years 
only  at  the  longest ;  for  the  foreign  slave 
had  a  right  to  his  freedom  upon  the  first 
return  of  the  year  of  jubilee :  And  from 
these  premises,  my  reverend  brother  con- 
pluded,  that  perpetual  slavery  was  unknown 
among  the  Jews. 

^^  I  confess  I  was  carried  away  by  the 
fair  appearance  of  my  reverend  brother's 
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arguments,  till,  to  my  great  8urpru^  and 
his  utter  confunon,  the  noble  earl  io6e» 
with  his  Bible  in  his  hand,  and  quoted 
chapter  and  verse  against  him  ! 

^  My  Lords,  with  respect  tb  the  native 
Hdi>rew  slave,  we  have  this  kw,  which  was 
quoted  by  my  reverend  brother :  ^^  If  thy 
brother,  an  Hebrew  man  or  an  Hebrew 
woman,  be  sold  unto  thee,  and  serve  thee 
six  years,  then  in  the  seventh  thou  shait 
let  him  go  free  from  thee:  And  when 
then  thou  sendest  him  out  free  fixxn  thee, 
thou  shalt  not  let  him  go  away  empty; 
thou  shalt  furnish  him  liberally  out  of  thy 
flock,  and  out  of  thy  floor,  and  out  of  thy 
wine^press;  of  that  wherewith  the  Lord 
thy  God  hath  blessed  thee,  thou  shalt  give 
unto  .him." — Deut.  xv.  12—14.  And  with 
respect  to  the  foreign  slave,  we  have  this 
law,  quoted  likewise  by  my  reverend  bro- 
ther: ^  Thou  shalt  number  unto  thee  seven 
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sabbaths  of  years — ^forty  and  nine  years : 
Then  shalt  thou  cause  the  trumpet  of  the 
jubilee  to  sound  throughout  all  the  land : 
And  ye  shall  hallow  the  fiftieth  year,  and 
proclaim  liberty  throughout  all  the  land, 
to  all  the  inhabitants  thereof." — Lev.  xxv. 
8 — 10.  The  manumission  of  the  Hebrew 
skive  on  the  seventh  year  was  provided  for 
by  the  other  law :  Under  the  expression, 
therefore,  of  a//  the  inhabitants,  foreign 
slaves  must  be  comprehended;  for  none 
but  foreign  slaves  could  remain  to  be  ma- 
numitted in  the  fiiftieth  year. 

^^  My  Lords,  there  is  a  circumstance,  not 
touched  upon  by  my  reverend  brother, — 
but  there  is  a  passage  in  the  law,  which  I 
have  always  considered  as  a  strong  argument 
of  the  lenity  with  which  slaves  were  treated 
among  the  Jews,  and  of  the  efficacy  of  the 
provisions  the  law  had  made  to  obviate  the 
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wrongs  and  injuries  to  which  the  condition 
is  obnoxious.      My  Lords^  I  am  afraid  I 
cannot,  by  memory,  refer  exactly  to  the 
place ;  but  the  noble  earl  there,  with  his 
Bible,  I  am  sure  will  have  the  goodness  to 
help  me  out,  and  turn  up  the  passage  for 
me.     My  Lords,  it  is  a  passage  in  which 
the  law  provides  for  the  case  of  a  slave 
who  should  be  so  attached  to  his  master, 
that  when  the  term  of  manumission  fixed 
by  the  law  should  arrive,  the  slave  should 
be  disinclined  to  take  advantage  of  it,  and 
wish  to  remain  with  his  master ;  and  the 
law  prescribes  the  form  in  such  case  to  be 
used,  by  which  the  master  and  the  slave 
should  reciprocally  bind  themselves^  the 
slave  to  remain  with  his  master  for  life,  and 
the  master  to  maintain  him.     This  I  have 
always  considered  as  a  strong  indication  of 
the  kindness  with  which  slaves  were  treat- 
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ed  among  the  Jews ;  else  whence  should 
arise  that  attachment  which  thi$  law  sup- 
poses? 

"  But  we  are  all  in  the  wrong,  it  seems, 
my  reverend  brother  and  I ;  we  reason  from 
specious  premises,  but  to  false  conclusions. 
The  noble  earl  has  produced  to  your  Lord- 
ships a  passage  in  the  Levitical  law,  which 
enacts,  that  the  foreign  slave  should  be  the 
property  of  his  master  for  ever ;  whence 
the  noble  earl  concludes,  that  the  perpe- 
tual servitude  of  foreign  slaves  was  actually 
sanctioned  by  the  law.  But,  my  Lords,  I 
must  tell  the  noble  earl,  and  I  must  tell 
your  Lordships,  that  the  noble  earl  has  no 
understanding  at  all  of  the  technical  terms 
of  the  Jewish  law.  In  all  the  laws  relating 
to  the  transfer  of  property,  the  words  "  for 
ever"  signify  only  *'  to  the  next  jubilee  :" 
That  is  the  longest  ^^for  ever"  which  the 
Jewish  law  knows  with  respect  to  proper- 
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iy ;  and  this  law,  which  makes  the  foreign 
slave  the  property  of  his  mast»  far  ever^ 
makes  him  no  longer  the  master's  proper- 
ty than  to  the  next  jubilee.  And,  with  the 
great  attention  the  noble  earl  has  given  to  the 
laws  and  history  of  the  Jews,  he  must  know, 
that  when  they  wete  carried  into  captivity, 
they  were  told  by  their  prophets,  that  one 
of  the  crimes  which  drew  down  that  ju^ 
ment  upon  them,  was  their  gross  n^Iect 
Bfid  violation  of  these  merciful  laws  re- 
specting  manumission;  and  that^  in  con- 
tempt and  defiance  of  the  law,  it  had  been 
their  practice  to  hold  their  foreign  slaves 
in  servitude  beyond  the  year  of  jubilee. 

^^  My  Lords,  much  has  been  said,  espe- 
cially by  the  noble  earl,  about  the  antiqui- 
ty of  slavery.  Certainly  the  condition  of 
slavery  has  subsisted  in  the  world  from  the 
earliest  times;  but  the  slavery  of  die  early 
ages, — though  slavery,  in  its  mildest  form,  I 
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ever  will  maintain  to  be  a  dreadful  evil, — 
but  it  was  a  very  different  thing  from  the 
negro  slavery  in  the  West  Indies.  But, 
my  Lords,  slavery  is  not  the  thing  in 
question  :  The  only  thing  in  question  is 
the  slave-trade.  We  have  heard  indeed 
much  of  the  antiquity  of  that  trade.  My 
Lords,  be  its  antiquity  what  it  may,  I  can- 
not admit  that  any  prescription  of  time  can 
give  a  sanction  to  inhumanity  and  injus- 
tice :  But  let  us  look  a  little  into  this  plea 
of  antiquity. 

"  Now,  my  Lords,  I  know  very  well, 
that  from  the  highest  antiquity,  slaves 
have  been  an  article  of  commerce, — that 
they  were  in  all  times  to  be  bought  in  the 
marts  upon  the  coasts  of  the  Red  Sea  and 
the  Mediterranean.  But,  my  Lords,  I  ask 
the  noble  earl  in  the  blue  riband,  who  has 
so  much  insisted  upon  this  topic  of  anti- 
quity, has  he,  in  the  whole  compass  of  his 
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reading,  found  in  all  antiquity  any  thing 
analogous  to  our  slave-trade  ?  Can  he  tell 
me  of  any  ancient  nation  which  was  in  the 
practice  of  fitting  out  fleets  of  ships  an- 
nually, to  transport  the  inhabitants  of  any 
particular  country,  against  their  will,  torn 
violently  from  their  native  soil,  their  habi- 
tations, and  their  families,  to  hard  cruel 
slavery  in  a  foreign  clime?  Was  there 
any  thing  in  ancient  times  bearing  the  least 
resemblance  to  the  modern  slave-trade  ? — 
My  I^ords,  I  deny  it ;  there  was  no  such 
thing.  Does  the  noble  earl,  who  with  so 
much  force  of  eloquence  has  described 
the  flourishing  state  of  slave-trade  in  an- 
cient times,  in  Persia,  in  Greece,  in  Egypt, 
among  the  Romans,  all  over  the  world,— 
does  the  noble  earl  seriously  believe,  that 
there  was  to  be  found  in  the  fleets  of  any 
ancient  nation — that  there  was  to  be  found 
upon  the  Mediterranean,  the  Red  Sea,  or 
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the  Euxine,  in  the  Euphrates,  or  the  Tiber, 
a  single  vessel  constructed  upon  the  model 
of  a  British  Guinea-ship  ? — a  vessel  form- 
ed to  stow  the  greatest  possible  number 
of  persons  in  |he  smallest  space,  with  every 
contrivance  for  the  profit  of  the  trader, 
and  without  the  least  attention  to  the  com- 
forts or  consideration  of  the  sufferings  of 
the  miserable  victims  of  that  infamous  traf^ 
fick.— My  LfOrds,  again  I  say,  there  was  no 
such  thing.  Slaves  may  have  always  been 
an  article  of  trade;  but  the  slave-trade 
carried  on  in  vessels  fitted  for  the  trans- 
port of  no  other  commodity  but  the  per- 
sons of  men  in  chains— of  men  and  wo- 
llien,  boys  and  girls,  unjustly  captivated,  is 
of -^modern  date.  My  Liords,  that  in  an 
cient  times  there  was  no  such  trade,  it  is 
not  incumbent  on  me  to  prove ;  I  call  up- 
on the  other  side  to  prove  that  there  teas. 
They  cannot  prove  it ;  I  defy  them  ;  they 
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cannot  produce  a  particle  of  proo£  Bat, 
my  Lords,  I  will  go  farther  tban  the  rules 
of  argumentation  oblige  me  to  go :  Not 
content  with  the  total  defect  and  absence 
of  proof  on  the  other  side^  I  will  argue 
for  the  negative,  from  a  notorious  &ct  in 
the  history  of  the  Romans.  My  Lords, 
the  Romans  had  in  their  best  times  some 
negro  slaves ;  but  they  had  very  few  of 
them,— their  negroes  bore  »  very  incon- 
siderable proportion  to  the  working  slaves 
upon  their  farms ;  whereas,  had  there  been 
any  thing  of  a  slave-trade  in  the  world  in 
those  times,  their  negro  slaves  must  have 
greatly  outnumbered  all  the  rest 

^^  My  Lords,  having  disposed  of  the  an- 
tiquity of  the  trade,  I  come  again  toAe 
religious  part  of  the  subject.  We  find  no 
prohibition,  it  is  said,  of  the  slavery  in  the 
Bible.  Certainly  not,  my  Lords ;  the  par 
triarchal   religion,   and  most   remarkably 
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the  Christian  religion,  avoid  as  much  as 
possible  all  interference  with  civil  insti- 
tutions. Our  Lord  delivered  general 
maxims  of  conduct  to  lay  hold  of  the  con- 
sciences of  men ;  and  by  the  silent  effect  of 
those  general  maxims,  and  not  by  more 
violent  means,  he  aimed  at  the  gradual  re- 
formation of  the  manners  both  of  indivi- 
duals and  bodies  politic.  It  is  not  there- 
fore to  be  concluded  of  every  thing  not  ex- 
pressly forbidden  in  Scripture,  that  it  is 
therefore  not  contrary  to  the  spirit  of  re- 
vealed religion  ;  and  not  being  forbidden, 
is  approved. 

"  But,  my  Lords,  I  must  again  remind 
your  Lordships,  that  we  are  not  to  talk 
about  slavery,  but  about  the  slave-trade; 
and  about  slave-trade  in  its  modern  shape 
— ^the  Guinea-trade.  The  noble  earl  then 
will  ask  me  "  What  prohibition  have  we  in 
Scripture  of  the  slave-trade  ?" — ^None,  my 
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LiOrds.  It  would  indeed  have  been  strange^ 
if  this  modem  practice  had  been  prohibited 
to  the  sons  of*  Noah,  or  to  the  children  of 
Israel,  who  never  practised  it,  had  no  con* 
ception  of  it,  and  could  only  have  wonder- 
ed what  it  was  they  were  forbidden  to  da 
It  would  have  been  strange  indeed,  if  any 
prohibition  of  the  slave-trade  had  been  to 
be  found  in  the  Scriptures  of  the  Old  Tes- 
tament. 

**  But  have  we  any  prohibition  of  it  in 
the  New  Testament? — None,  my  Lords, 
absolutely  none ;  and  for  the  same  rea^ 
son, — the  crime,  in  its  modern  shape,  was 
unknown  in  the  times  of  the  promulgation 
of  the  gospel.  But,  my  Lords,  although 
we  have  no  eyL^Yicit  jyi^ofiibition  of  the  slave- 
trade  in  the  New  Testament,  we  have  a 
most  express  reprobation  of  the  trade  in 
slaves,  even  in  that  milder  form  in  which 
it  subsisted  in  ancient  times, — such  a  re^ 


539 

probation  of  it  as  leaves  no  believer  at  li- 
berty to  say  that  the  slave-trade  is  not 
condemned  by  the  gospel.  The  reverend 
prelate  near  me  has  cited  the  passage*  in 
which  St  Paul  mentions  "  men-stealers" 
among  the  greatest  miscreants.  "  Men- 
stealers,"  so  we  read  in  our  English  Bible ; 
but  the  word  in  the  original  is  av^^uToh^alg. 
Aviguroit^Tjg  is  literally  a  "  slave-trader;'' 
and  no  other  word  in  the  English  language 
but "  slave-trader''  precisely  renders  it.  It 
was  indeed  the  technical  name  for  a  slave- 
trader  in  the  Attic  law  ;  and  although  the 
Athenians  scrupled  not  to  possess  them- 
selves of  slaves,  yet  the  trade  in  slaves 
among  them  was  infamous.  But  whatever 
they  might  think  of  it,  we  have  reason 
to  conclude,  from  the  mention  made  of 
"  slave-traders"  by  St  Paul,  that  if  any  of 
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them  should  ever  find  their  way  to  hea- 
ven, they  must  go  thither  in  company  with 
murderers,  parricides,  and  sodomites ! 

"  My  Lords,  it  is  with  reluctance  that  I 
come  to  touch  upon  the  impolicy  of  this 
trade, — its  inherent  impolicy,  I  mean,  ex- 
clusive of  that  which  consequentially  at- 
taches upon  it  as  inhumane  and  unjust  I 
come  to  this  with  reluctance,  because  I  am 
very  unwilling  to  tire  your  Lordships  with 
saying  the  same  thing  over  and  over  again  j 
and,  upon  this  part  of  the  subject,  I  have 
nothing  to  say  but  what  I  have  been  re- 
peatedly saying  upon  many  former  occa- 
sions for  the  last  eighteen  years.  But,  my 
Lords,  whenever  this  subject  is  brought 
before  the  House,  I  cannot  acquit  myself 
to  my  own  conscience  without  declaring 
my  opinion  upon  every  part  of  it.  My 
Lords,  it  is  the  firm  persuasion  of  my  mind, 
— a  persuasion  not  rashly  conceived,  not 
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conceived  without  an  anxious  and  laborious 
study  of  the  reports  of  the  Privy  CouncU, 
the  evidence  given  at  the  bar  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  the  evidence  at  our  own 
bar, — ^it  is  my  firm  piBrsuasioh,  that  sound 
policy  no  less  forbids  the  continuance  of 
this  trade  than  humanity  and  justice.  My 
Lords,  I  Am  persuaded,  that  when  the  slave- 
trade  shall  be  abolished,  the  cultivation  of 
the  West  India  Islands  will  rapidly  im- 
prove :  The  number  of  the  negroes  will  not 
only  be  kept  up,  but  it  will  increase  by 
their  natural  propagation :  By  the  kind 
treatment  of  the  planters,  insured  to  them 
by  stopping  the  sources  of  a  new  supply, 
they  will  be  gradually  approximated  to  the 
condition  of  freemen ;  and  as  they  approxi- 
mate that  condition,  their  labour  wiU  be 
more  productive;  for  it  is  agreed  on  all 
sides,  that  the  labour  of  a  freeman  infinitely 
surpasses  that  of  the  best  slave :  The  conse- 
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quence  therefore  must  be,  that  West  India 
property,  instead  of  being  injured  by  the  a- 
bolition,  will  in  a  short  time  greatly  increase 
in  value.  But  then,  it  is  said,  what  are  we 
to  do  with  the  new  lands  ?  how  are  they 
to  be  brought  into  cultivation  without  new 
supplies  by  importation  ? — ^My  Lords,  I 
say,  the  proprietors  of  those  lands  must  be 
content  to  wait  till  they  are  furnished  with 
the  means  of  cultivating  that  property  with- 
out crime ;  which  means,  time,  and  no  great 
length  of  time,  will  afford^  by  the  natural 
increase  of  the  blacks  upon  the  islands. 
But  to  contend  that  the  present  condition 
of  the  uncultivated  lands  justifies  the  con- 
tinuance of  the  trade  for  their  speedier  cul- 
tivation, is  in  effect  to  say,  that  the  pos- 
session of  a  certain  quantity  of  land  in  a 
barren  state  gives  the  owner  a  right  to 
manure  his  soil  with  the  carcasses  of  mur- 
dered Africans. 
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**  My  Lords,  we  have  heard  much  of  St 
Domingo :  The  example  of  that  island,  it 
18  said/  should  deter  us  from  the  agitation 
of  all  these  questions :  The  horrid*  scenes 
that  have  been  passing  there  have  all  been 
occasioned,  it  has  been  said,  by  the  disse^ 
minatioH  of  speculative  notions  about  li- 
berty and  the  rights  of  man  among  the  ne- 
groes of  that  island.  My  Lords,  the  dread- 
ful example  of  St  Domingo  makes  a  con^ 
trary  impression  upon  my  mind.  What- 
ever, speculative  notions  might  be  dissemi- 
nated among  the  negroes  of  St  Domingo,— =• 
I  give  little  credit  to  the  assertion  of  such 
dissemination ;  but  whatever  it  might  have 
been,  I  maintain  it  could  have  done  no 
mischief  at  all ;  it  never  could  have  taken 
effect  without  a  superabundance  of  the  black 
population.  That  is  the  thing  to  be  dread- 
ed :  The  annual  importation  from  Africa 
increases  the  black  population  in  the  West 


» 
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Indies  in  an  exorbitant  degree,  and  in  the 
most  dangerous  manner.  It  is  the  conti- 
nuance, therefore,  of  the  slave-trade,  not 
the  abolition  of  it,  which  it  is  to  be  feared 
may  whet  the  knife  of  St  Domingo  in  our 
island  of  Jamaica. 

^^  My  Lords,  being  decidedly  for  the  origi- 
nal motion,  I  cannot  agree  to  the  previous 
question ;  and  I  hope  your  Lordships  will 
not  agree  to  it :  For  it  would  ill.  become 
your  Lordships  to  delay  for  a  moment  to 
vote  inhumanity  to  be  inhumanity,  injus- 
tice to  be  injustice,  and  bad  policy  to  be  bad 
policy/' 


THE  END. 
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